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Comments and Responses

ComMmmMmENT IE 01

From: Maurice Anding <annandy@imbris.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Sun, Apr 6, 2003 3:24PM

Subject: Banks Lake Level

| am not in favor of drawing down Banks Lake in the late summer. | like to fish Banks
Lake for walleye, and as | understand, the boat launches would not be useable. As it
is now the lake is dangerous in the late summer/fall. If anything, | would be in favor of
leaving it higher.

Maurice Anding
3711 Broken Arrow Rd

Coeur d’Alene ID 83815
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ComMmENT IE 02
From: “‘Roger & Denise Arango” <rarango@earthlink.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Wed, Mar 26, 2003 9:19AM
Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

Dear Mr. Blanchard:

| would like to comment on the Banks Lake Drawdown. Please note that | am NOT IN
FAVOR of this drawdown. | think it will be a very big mistake for this area, as well as for
the communities who rely on the lake for their businesses.

| am against any action that will reduce water levels in Banks Lake.
Sincerely,

Denise Arango

7180 Summit Avenue SE
Othello, WA 99344
Phone: 509-346-2676
Fax: 509-346-2136

Cell: 509-760-1195

(I'live in Grant County, WA)
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CoMmMmENT IE 03

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation, Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

01

Feel free to use back of form or attach a sepavate picee of paper:
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ComMmeENT IE 04
From: “Larry and Barb Richardson” <larbar@odessaoffice.com>
To: “Jim Blanchard” <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 14, 2003 11:41AM
Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

My name is Larry Richardson D.B.A., Banks Lake Net and Charter. | am the contractor
that has installed and maintained the barrier net in Banks Lake for the last 23 years .
The five foot drawdown,while an inconvenience does not affect the operations of the
barrier net to any great extent. A 10 foot drawdown however is a different matter. At 10
feet down leaves the east west net with about 2 feet of water for the entire distance
from the shore to the island. The net that is laying on the bottom of the lake gets
destroyed by the wave action trashing it against the rocks. On the North South net the
lower water levels, even at 5 feet lower, destroy the net by the constant wave action
against the rocks on approximately 50 feet on each end, the east west net would need
to be replaced on an annual basis, the north south net would need major repairs at

the end of the each season. The maintenance and cleaning would be problem also
because the boat harbor would not have enough water to float the wash barge and boat
needed to clean and maintain the net. | feel a 10 foot drawdown would really hinder our
efforts to keep fish in Banks Lake and protect this valuable resource.

Thanks for your consideration on this matter.

Larry Richardson
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ComMENT IE 05
e e = === 5 Fron oad
BASIC AMERICAN FOODS “Paabipptigel g
(509) T65-8601

Mr. Jim Blanchard,

Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation
32 C Street, PO Box 815

Ephrata, WA 58823-0815

RE: Written Comment on Proposed Comment on Proposed Banks Lake
Drawdown

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

Please find below written comment from Basic American Foods regarding the
proposed drawdown of Banks Lake.

Basic American Foods is opposed o all of the alternatives addressed in the DEIS
on the Banks Lake drawdown. The basis for our opposition is two-fold. First, the 01
Columbia Basin Project is the lifeblood of the agriculture industry in the Columbia
Basin. The impacts of drawing down Banks Lake could be catastrophic to
growers if the pumps at Grand Coulee suffer any major mechanical breakdown.
For example, in 2001 a series of machanical problems with the pumpf/generating
plant reduced the pumping capacity by 75% for an extended period. If 2001 had
not been the year of the BPA irrigation buyback, which fallowsd much of the
CBP, a serious draw down would have occurred placing irigation deliveries in
peril. The DEIS does not ever address just how much waler is needed in the
mainstream Columbia for returning juvenile salmon. The DEIS summary states 02
“increased Columbia River flow should benefit salmon." The DEIS also
eslimates that the drawdown will make it more likely that the Columbia River flow
will hit the targeted 200,000 cfs flow only one out of 50 years. Without good
science as to what flow actually is needed for returning juvenile saimon, a
decision to drawdown Banks Lake is premature and therefore pointless at this
time. We feel the real impacts of the drawdown far outweigh the estimated
benefits.

Secondly, the recreational impacts to the drawdown are huge, not only to the 03
economics of the operations that service the recreation on Banks Lake and the
surrounding area but also to the people that use Banks Lake for recreation.
Drawing down the lake below current operational levels during the peak
recreation menth of August is totally unacceptable. A draw down will not only
impact the business recreation community but alse impact the quality of life to the
local and tourist population.

In conclusion Basic American Foods opposes any and all alternatives listed in
the DEIS that go away from the current operational practices of Bank Lake. 04
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Drawing down Banks Lake for the sole purpose of "estimated” benefits to
returning juvenile salmon is not sound best management praclices and other
options should be explored and more research done before such a drawdown is
attempted,

Sincerely,

Mike Dodds, Basic American Foods
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CoMmMmENT IE 06

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this oul and

drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.
Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.
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Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop 1t off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box &15, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or cmail jhlanchard@pn.usbr.gov.
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CoMmMmENT IE 08

Mr James Blanchard-Manager

Banks Lake Drawdown April 10, 2003
Bureau of Reclamation

POB 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Sir,

I request that you record this letter in Opposition to the Banks Lake Drawdown

as an official part of the record.. 1 and my children swim in the lake in the summer by walking to
the lake shore and entering the lake. [ have seen what previous drawdowns do to boating and
swimming, This drawdown will expose swimmers to having to walk several hundred feet over
stagnant water and mud flats, infested with diseased mosquitoes.

Local businesses have a brief summer window of opportunity to make their annual sales. The
BAR will devastate local businesses by the draw on causing tourists to go elsewhere.

Waler is available to enhance Columbia River flows from Canada, and the Snake River, so there
is no need for this draw on. Salmon retumns at record high levels as evidenced by statistics at the
US Army Corps of Engineer website. It is obviously ocean conditions that largely govern salmon
populations. The eonclusions drawn in the draft IS are outrageous and self serving.

The West Nile Virus that is now in Washington, and the probability that it will be enhanced by
the draw on is documented by the Washington Dept of Health. Birds and humans die from the
West Nile Virus.

I request additional time to study and evaluate the Draft IS, as the complexity of this document
is substantial.

Sincerely,

Ken Benoschek
POB 998
Soap Lake, WA 98851
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ComMmmMmENT IE 10

From: Gary Viers <mbott-gviers@pomeroy-wa.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Fri, Apr 11, 2003 8:51AM

Subject: (no subiject)

| strongly oppose the drawdown of Banks Lake. The effect on agriculture and the
communities agriculture supports will be devasting.

Muriel Bott

Box 261

Pomeroy, Wa 99347
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ComMmeENT IE 11

Terry Brewer
19797 Fairway Drive NW
Soap Lake, WA 98837

April 7, 2003

Mr. Jim Blanchard
Bureau of Reclamation
P.O Box 815

Ephrata, WA 98823-0815

Re. Banks Lake Draw Down, Grant County, Washington, Drafl EIS
Dear Mr. Blanchard

1 am writing to comment on the above-mentioned EIS. My main concerns are economic
and are related to the lack of detail in the economic section of the report. 1t would appear
that the report was written from the perspective of a biologist or botanist and that is
understandable to a point. However, from the perspective of someone who resides in the
Sun Lakes area south of Banks Lake, 1 am quite concerned with the cconomy of the
region and 1 am disappointed that the report did not cover the economics of the proposal
and the effect or impact of the proposal on the local and regional economy in a manner
such as an economist could have reported on the subject

One only has to speak with the Tourism Section at the Washington State Department of
Community. Trade and Economic Development to begin to gather statistics and data
related to the income and impacts generared by tourism in a given County. The anecdotal
information that they have on file suggests that Tourism in Grant County as a whole is
impacted by the level of Tourism in the greater Banks Lake area. The data reflects a
sharp downturn in tourism following the 1994 draw down of Banks Lake to a point where
beaches became mudflats and boat launch facilities and mooring docks were unusable,

It was 1998 before the local business owners of lodging facilities, restaurants, and retail
stores achieved pre-1994 levels of business during the time period of the draw down.

This was during a pertod of rising incomes and expenditures in Washington State. That
same period was a time when tourism activities and expenditures were increasing in other
parts of Washington, One only has to survey the local business owners near Banks Lake
to understand that a common belief among tourists during the period of 1994-1998 was
that the water pool of Banks Lake would be at an unusable low level m August and early
September.

As a practitioner in the field of economic development | know how important tourism is
to the Banks Lake area cconomy and to Grant County as a whole, There are a significant
number of communities that benefit from tounsts that travel to Banks Lake for fishing
and water sports. The proposed draw down will have negative effects on our regional
economy and incomes,

01
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Mr. Jim Blanchard
April 7, 2003
Page 2

Another concern that I have is the West Nile Virus. It is known that mosquitoes in
Washington are carrying the virus - With the proposed Banks Lake draw down, the vast
arcas of exposed mud flats will have pools that will not drain completely and those pools
will become a perfect breeding ground for mosquitoes Infected mosquiloes could easily
infect bald eagles resulting in countless deaths amone the local population. OF course the
local area human population will also be prey to those same mosquiloes.

[ understand thar while the Bureau of Reclamation was ordered to conduct the EIS on the
proposed Banks Lake draw down, that there is no mandate to act or implement the draw
down regardless of the oulcome of the EI1S. [ would urge the Bureau to not draw down
the waters of Banks Lake below the currenl minimum elevation levels duri ng August and
Seplember,

If an increase in Lower Columbia River flows must be achieved during August 1 would
strongly urge that the draw down to be made in the Lake Roosevelt reservair. A draw
down of one and one-half feet at that time of vear would have little economic or
environmental effect on the area. That alternative is one that must be considered

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns and comments. Please keep me
apprised of further developments in this matter.

Sincerely,

ﬂé,/m

Terry L. Brewer, CEcD

02
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ComMmmMmENT IE 12

March 20, 2003

Mr. Jim Blanchard

Special Projects Officer
Bureau of Reclamation

32 C Street, PO Box 815
Ephrata, WA 98823-0815

Re: Banks Lake Drawdown

Dear Sir:

Since the creation of Banks Lake the Coulee City

pecple and tourists have certainly enjoyed the
swimming, fishing, boating, picnics or just
relaxing in or near the lake.

With the drawdown plan the swimming area would be

"waterless", the boat docks "high and dry" for
approximately 1/2 of the summer season.

This would mean:
loss of revenue versus salmon needs
loss of recreation wversus salmon needs
loss of tourism versus salmon needs
I'm simple enough to say it really is:
pecple versus salmon

Thank you for considering people more important
than the salmon.

Mary t Brown
PO Box 866
Coules City, WA 99115

Member of Chamber of Commerce
60 yr resident of Coulee City
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ComMmMmENT IE 13

From: “Pat Burdick” <patfusae@bentonrea.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Mon, Mar 24, 2003 7:51PM

Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

Mr. Jim Blanchard:

I’m writing you this note to voice my opposition to any drawdown of Banks Lake

01

to supplement Columbia River flows. | don’t support this proposal for Banks Lake
drawdown nor do | see any benefit to fish. | don’t believe NMFS has any basis in
Science for this proposal and request Bureau of Reclamation withdraw local support. |
do see harm to the local economy, a potential long term threat to the agriculture of the
Basin, and a detriment to local recreation.

| vote no on Banks Lake drawdown. Please ensure this opinion is duly registered.
Thanks for your time and consideration.

Pat Burdick

276 Maringo Road

Ephrata, WA 98823
754-5863
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From: ANNE CARTER <carter5521@yahoo.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Thu, Apr 3, 2003 5:37PM

Subject: Public Response on Bank’s Lake

Dear Mr Blachard;

| am writing in response to a newspaper artical In the Grant County Journal regarding
the proposed drawdown of Bank’s Lake. My question to you is “Are trying to kill the
tourism in this area?” If you drawdown the lake that much | wont be going there this
summer to go camping if | have to deal with nothing but MUD. | am sorry but | know
other people as well that have the same reaction that | do. We wont go! It is an insane
idea to even think that the action that is proposed will help salmon. The salmon
numbers have been going up every year, why would you think we still need to come up
with stupid actions to try and help them. Let them be. They are making a come back all
on there own without the Bureau of Reclaimations help. What are you all just a bunch
of PETA employees. Everything | have been seeing lately that has anything to do with
your Department is just outrageously stupid. | know that the drawdown of the lake is a
bad thing for the economy of this area. It sure isnt going to help anything if you do that.
So this is one citizen that says NO to drawing down Bank’s Lake.

Anne Carter

Ephrata, WA.

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Tax Center - File online, calculators, forms, and more
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ComMmmMmENT IE 15

Mr James Blanchard Apnl 9, 2003
Bureau of Reclamation

POB 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Subject: Letter of Record in Opposition 1o Banks Lake Drawdown

Dear Sir,

[ oppose the Banks Lake Drawdown for the following reason:

The Draft EIS fails to definitively address the devastating effect upon Jocal businesses. 01
The Draft EIS fails to address denied local fishing and swimming opportunities for residents 02
The Draft EIS fails to address that water is available to enhance Columbia River flows from

Canada, and the Snake River 03
The Draft EIS fails to address the mosguito breeding opportunity from drawdown caused mud 04

flats and stagnant water pools.

The Draft EIS fails to address the West Nile Virus that is now in Washington, and the probability
that it will be enhanced by the drawdown, and specifically impact the Banks Lake population of
Bald Eagles.

We need additional time for comments as the Draft EIS is incomplete.

Wilbur Canter

POB 252
Soap Lake, WA 98851

05
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ComMmMmENT IE 16

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-tlats during the months of
August and September.

Help us make an impact by combiming our stutements, letlers and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Ollicer, Bureau of Reclamation. FFill this out and
drop 1t oftf at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail vour letter voursel{ 1o Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
96823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or cmail jhlanchard{@pn.ushr.gov

e don't understond Tue pdrpese OC 4 i foot
__dreaw dean Of Banks Laxe 4 Anytimé but, The

_mantns €F Auguet and Segrembec ace parteutlary
_b.;Lb_‘}_mﬂ_nJ_h.S&L _".Jm_t!nq+5w:mﬂuﬂ?_._|:x_4_h4_ﬂ_qm_
use ©f ater toys and Cxiing.The £renomy 07 LR
Loulee Lity, CouleeNam, lectre City and Tthe.

Ltilhele ,ELJ.H-M_EI%_MI& Wil be tmpacTed 0y
Such action. Thevelore e Streo -W';J\j c‘.‘*holé_uiifz_
Thes proposal, Lol szt’mm&“
?j:flmdm (n. ft (P

Feol free to use back af form ar aitach a separate picee of paper

01




Comments and Responses

CommMmENT IE 17

From: “Tom Grebb” <tom@centralbean.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Thu, Apr 10, 2003 10:40PM

Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

April 10,2003

To Whom It May Concern:

| oppose the Banks Lake Draw Down Proposal. The proposed draw down does not
have conclusive evidence benefiting fish. At the same time could impact recreation and
most importantly impact irrigated agriculture.

Water is needed for recharge of the region as well as the draw down potentially
effecting supplies on years when drought is a consideration.

Please do not proceed with the draw down of Banks Lake.
Tom Grebb
President

Central Bean Co. Inc.
Quincy WA
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ComMmMmENT IE 19

From: Arlene Coates <theram@centurytel.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Sat, Mar 29, 2003 10:40AM

Subject: Banks Lake

| feel that lowering Banks Lake 10 feet would ruin the economy of Coulee City because
the fishing would be ruined as this is the busy season for recreation in this area and the
businesses in this area would close.

Banks Lake is not a reservoir but a holding area for runoff and it is used for irrigation

of the farms in the area which lowering the lake would also effect the farmers. If you
lower the lake you may as well put a death sentence on the town of Coulee City and the
businesses here.

The fishing is just know starting to come back from the last time the lake was lowered
several years ago.

Arlene Coates

P.O. Box 816

Coulee City, Wa. 99115-0816
509-632-5422
theram@centurytel.net
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CoMmMmENT IE 20

April 8", 2003

Bureau of Reclamation

Attention: Jim Blanchard, Special Projects
P.0. Box 815

32 C Street N.W.

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard

We are writing in regards to the Banks Lake draw down and it’s impact on our immediate
family and normal summer plans,

The last eight to nine years we have enjoyed our slip at the Coulee City Marina. It has
been a great place to relax, swim, lie in the sun and take our sail boat out for the day.
Many weekends we stay on our boat overnight during the summer. We have had week
long vacations on the lake and have enjoyed the entire lake. Overall, we have fond
memories and want to continue these each summer.

Last summer the draw down was about ten feet. The water was so low we hardly left the
marina due to weeds and offshore shallow spots. A couple of times my boat struck the
bottom of the lake. If the lake had not been so low, it would not have been a problem.

We also know that the last major draw down of the lake, for dam maintenance, had a
long-term effect on the local economy. It has taken years to recover as a recreational
area. When the lake is lowered, mud flats are exposed which affects the wet lands

ecosystem. Our opinion is that if any draw down occurs it should be after Labor Day.

Please consider whom, why and how this draw down will influence everyone before
implementing it.

Sim;r, CM
gl 1

Phil & Chris haver
1240 Pershing
Moses Lake, WA 98837

cc: Senator Patty Murray
Senator Maria Cantwell
Congressman Doc Hastings
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ComMmeENT IE 21
From: Margaret Davis <Imdavis@moseslake-wa.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 9, 2003 9:16PM

Subject: NO Drawdown

Mr. Blanchard:

The impact of drawing down Banks Lake would greatly impact the farming communities
in the Columbia Basin. Adequate water is needed (!) for the variety of crops grown in the
Basin. Potatoes and corn are still irrigated in the months of August and September.
The Banks Lank was designed for a reservoir for irrigation we thought. One of the
benefits from irrigation is the fact that this water is also used for recreation.

Drawing down Banks Lake is NOT in the best interest of Washington farmers.

Lee & Margaret Davis
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3r18-03
Charles F. Dickinson
F.0. Box 1341
Soopr Loke. Wa 9E8E]

Jim Blanchord

Srecial Projects Officer
Bureau of Reclamatian

32 C Street P.0. Box 815
Erhrata. WR 38832

Jim$

Rz rar our Fhone conversation todaw: 1 am writing this dowh.

The prorosed Drowdown of: Banks Loka, in Audust, would be a
serious Determent to the ropulation of Serine Raw fish in tha imeoundment.
August is the peak serauning seasgon for a lar9e numbar of this tvra of fizh.
Thase fiszsh srown near the zhoreline where the water temperoture doas not
fluctuate too much.

The lost draw down. dacimated the stock of thesze fish, and thew
are Jjust now starting to recover.

The Trout I hauve been catching (in tha thres to five Pound closs?
and the Walleve {ouver eighteen inches): eos well as one or two lto fivae
eaund bass: have been full of finderling Perchs

Thig weoar has been an excertional sPring for catching larder
Trout, as thersa i=s eplanty of feed.

1 have been fishing for the last month: almost dailw, end have fished with
fishermen from all over the Stater, and it is tha loarge number of large

figh, * +  are draw-nd thawm hera.
Az a Ffisherman, who has serent numerous hours on this impoundment,

I belisve that keerind tha woter level stable at thiz time of vear iz vara

inrortent. Enoush woter can be released from other Lakes on the, Pend ceewes
CoLmBia Rives S5 7cm, The <

oreille: can pick up the slack if it is neededs

thank wou for wour time.

Crarlas F. Dickinsqn

O oallis $Qifociorm
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Comments and Responses

ComMmMmENT IE 25

Lourence C. Dormaier

153 W. Northshore Drive d#,p’..aj
Moses Lake, Washington 98837 T
Telephone: 509-765-6406
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Banks Lake Drawdown
Final Environmental Impact Statement

ComMmENT IE 26
From: “‘BRIAN EVANS” <evans581@hotmail.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 11, 2003 12:08AM
Subject: Banks Lake drawdown

04/10/03

Mr. Blanchard,

| am writing in regards to the proposed Banks Lake drawdown. Sir, | would like to comment
against any of the drawdowns proposed that would render the majority of boat launches
inoperable. Too often it seems, the government sides with the vocal minority, who often are not
affected by the outcome of the environmental issues they take up. For once, | would like to see
the government side with the people who will inevitably face financial hardship in the event of a
major drawdown during the tourist season in the areas surrounding Banks Lake. This is a small
area, with a majority of income, for many businesses, coming during the months during which
this drawdown would take place. | grew up in Coulee City, and am well aware of the number
of tourists that Banks Lake draws every year, it is a huge boost to the local economy, providing
jobs to many residents in the area. With small city governments hurting financially in the wake
of I-695 and other tax limiting legislation, and an economy slowed in the wake of 9/11, an annual
drawdown in the area, could be the proverbial “straw that breaks the camel’s back”. While | do
feel the salmon need to be monitored to determine that their runs are not severely hampered,
due to human caused problems, people should come before fish. Salmon runs naturally
fluctuate, | have read, that in some areas, salmon runs have actually had record numbers in
recent years, however, that is never widely broadcast, if it isn’t a crisis, it isn’t newsworthy. It
just goes to show that God knew what he was doing when he created this great earth, and how
limited man really is in his knowledge. You have the power to make a stand for the people in
the Banks Lake area, the drawdown, though it would raise the Columbia a negligable amount,
would render most of the boat launches, prime fishing areas, and swimming areas unusable on
Banks Lake. Please don’t buy into the notion that it “might” help the salmon, as the proponents
say, they admit that they cannot say for sure. Well, | will tell you, that if the drawdown affects
the areas the tourists frequent, it “WILL” hurt the local area. The hard working people who are
at your mercy on this issue, already pay to help salmon in their electric bills. The P.U.D spends
millions of their money on salmon issues every year, please don’t take there livelyhood for a
fish. Thank you for your time and consideration of my thought on the issue.

Sincerely,

Brian S. Evans

11058 E. Nelson Rd.
Moses Lake, WA 98837

The new MSN 8: advanced junk mail protection and 2 months FREE*
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail
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Comments and Responses

ComMmeENT IE 27

Coulee City still
needs you!

‘1,.,{‘u

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments., The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments te send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail vour letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

01

?A’i’ ﬂ—-fg r!ﬂrf cn{sn ?"ﬁ Cj.'
R & A
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Feel free to use back of form or attach a sejag piece of paper—

Cardee €1 /j Gy ) 5-0F1%
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CoMmMmENT IE 28

April 10, 2003
Ta: Jim Blanchard, Bureau of Reclamation, P.O. Box 315, Ephrata, Wa. 93323
FROM. Leslic Fanning, P.O. Box 38, Royal City, Wa. 99357

CC to: President George Bush, Rep. Doc Hastings, Columbia Basin Irrigation District, Columbia
Basin Development League, Rep. Greg Walden

Subject: Proposed Drawdown of Banks Lake

Attached are the signatures of 120 registered volers from our small rural area opposed to the
proposed drawndown of Banks Lake which feeds the Foderal Bureau of Reclamation Cohimbia
Basin Irrigation Project. This project was developed for the express purpose of controlling flood
waters, providing clean hydro-power, providing recreation, and for irmigating the rich soils of the
Columbia Basin. The net effect to wildlife has been way to the positive with birds, waterfowl,
beaver, and even cougars way more prolific than even twenty vears ago. The additional wetlands
created by the imgation are probably the cause of this increase in wildlife. And the salmon run
in year 2001 was the grealest since 1938 when the Grant PUD began to record the nms. Clearly,
the irngation peaject is a vital pant of this region, the state of Washington, and the source of food
for the United States. 'With the current sitnation of terrorist threats againgt our nation, we clearly
must never allow our country to become dependent upon other possibly rogue nations for our
food supply.

There has been no hearing in the Royal City or Mattawa communities. We continue to demand
that a hearing be held in this area. When it is scheduled, please notify each signature on our
petition by mail of the time and place of the hearing at least seven days in advance, There is
currently reintroduced legislation to require a scientific peer review process as a prerequisite for
ESA (Endangered Species Act) decisions. This legislation stems from a similar cock-eyed
decision to shut of f irngation water to nearly 1,200 farmers and ranchers in the Klamath Basin in
order to protect several species of endangered fish. The decision was later examined by a panel of
the National Academy of Sciences. They found that the order to shut off the water had “no sound
scientific basis".

“N0O SOUND SCIENTIFIC BASIS™ TM! — for destroying the livelihoods of hundreds of farmers
or for distupting the local economy and community, which pushed many Oregonians into
bankruptey? The crisis in the Klamath Basin is proof of the toll levied on peoples’ lives when
decisions are made on the basis of questionable science. If this kind of subjective political
decision making is made and follows a similar disaster cconomically, our OWN government is
acting as terrorists in rural communities. We agree with Rep. Walden of Oregon when he says
“the federal government owes this basic faimess (of scientific review) to rural America.”

Flow augmentation is so far a waste of electrical ratepayer’s assets. Enormous assets of the
public are squandered with little or NO demonstrable results. Measurable beaefits to salmon
smolt are virtually non-existent. And the benefits that are claimed are in dispute.

NO DRAWDOWN OF BANKS LAKE!IHI!

Sl § Fuersf
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Comments and Responses

March 12, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in 04
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
FEASONSs:

l. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect aclually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hurt the distriet’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake. _

4. There is a concern that the supply ol irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs, Since there have been Jale-
season prohlems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endanpered Species Act poes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofine, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. . Commect Perind has been extended to April 11, 2003. Petitions must be received
by the April 11™ date asdsent to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Ephrata
Field Office, Bureau of Reclamation, Box 815, Ephrata, WA 98823 or fax # 509-754-
0239

Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Feb, 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Trrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
reasons:

L

2.

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon, however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other atractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
ibe lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the' hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake:

There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs, Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, [daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
been allowed.

nature Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Comments and Responses

BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN

Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the -QPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following

reasons:

1. The idea is theoretically suppased to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recrestion is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s genamung capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply ufmgaunn“mmlddbchmpued in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, 4 fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington;, Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment: If not possible by
the April 11 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
been allowed.

Sipnature, Primed Name Address Telephm: E-mail
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Banks Lake Drawdown
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sersssr BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN PETITION **++assssss
FARMERS - FISHERMAN PLEASE TAKE NOTICE & SIGN

Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Trrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the bllowing
TEUSONS:

2

The idea is theorctically supposed to help spawning sulmon; howcver, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the elléct actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affcct the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake,

There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked oul some of the larpe pumps that draw
water from behind Grund Coulec Dam into Banks T.ake, which is then diverted
through the project™s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
scason problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington: Orofino, [daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon os
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been o hearing in the Royal City community and by our sipmature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. [f not possible by
the April 11 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
I:m:n allnwed_
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Comments and Responses

Feb, 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Trrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
FEASOnS:

2

Sig

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon, however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

The draw down will also huct the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth, The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington, Orofino, 1daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process,
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
been allowed.

gnaure Printed Name Address Tr.lephnne E-~mail
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Banks Lake Drawdown
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
reasons.

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect,

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water fram behind Grand Coulee Dam info Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the praject’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have heen late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth, The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington, Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. 1f not possible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
been allowed.

Printed Name Add:m Telephone  E-mail
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Comments and Responses

BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN

Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
EASONS;

2.

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other atiractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely burt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelibood from recreation,

The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three vears ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem,

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Specics Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofifto, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by
the April 11 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process,
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
been allowed.

Signature Primied Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
Teasons

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 yedrs would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livéfihood from recreation

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydmpnmr
plant at the south end of the lake

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls. Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not passible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intglligent comment has
been allowed. '

ignature Printed Name Address - Telephone  E-mail
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Comments and Responses

waxsarr*BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN PETITION ***#saiian
FARMERS - FISHERMAN PLEASE TAKE NOTICE & SIGN

Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Disiricts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following

TCAR0MS:

1. The idea is theoretically supposed 1o help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only ance in 50 years would the effect actually have this cffect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boal launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hurt the disirict's generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years apo. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam imto Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endanpered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Royal Cily community and by our signature we are

ucsting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. [f not possible by
:E April [T date, The

pri . then W demand @n extension ol [he public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has
hu.n allowed.
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington, do support the
OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Distriets in regard to the proposed drawdown
of Banks Lake in Grant County for the [ollowing reasons:

|. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics record that only once
in 50 years would the elfect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recrcational use of Banks Lake by leaving boal
launches, and other atiractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the primary focuses of the
Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use the lake for recreation and those who
make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hunt the district’s generating capacity al the hydropower plant ot the south
end of the Jake

4. Therc is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario such as three

years ago. Then. a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw water from behind Grand

Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted through the project’s system of canals and

reservoirs. Since there have been late-season prohlems the last three years, this is a definite

problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the aliar of

Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the communities of Forks,

Washington; Orvlino, ldaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are requesting a
public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by the March 10 date, then we
demand an extension of the public hearing process. [nadequate time for studying the documents
and making intelligent comment has been allowed.

Signatyre / Printed Name

wh

Addrcss Telephone E-mail
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
TEASONS;

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely burt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation,

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake,

4, There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, & fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as anather example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington, Orofino, Ideho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. There have been no hearing in the Roval City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligent comment has

been al
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the Swie of Washington,
do suppart the OPPOSED position of the three Columbin Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following

TeASOnS]

i

Printed Name _ _ Telephone  E-mail
ﬂj}? oLy wu{ (SNEIIHS STl Connd .

The idea is theoretically supposed to belp spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Luke by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recraation and thoss who make a livelihcod from recreation.

The draw down will also burt the district's generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south ecd of the lake.

There is a conzern that the supply of imrigation water could be hamperad in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
throtigh the projeet’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last thres years, this is a definite problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural communcty to the
altar of Endangered Specics Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofine, 1daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. 1f not pessible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intelligant comment has
been allowed.
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ComMmENT IE 30
From: “Fitch, Rob” <RFitch@wvc.edu>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 10, 2003 10:31AM

Subject: banks lake

Dear Bureau of Reclamation,

| am deeply concerned about the plans of the Bureau of Reclamation to release a
substantial amount of water from Banks Lake later in the summer. My family and | have
enjoyed Banks Lake on camping trips in late August and early September over the past
5 years. We, and numerous other visitors to the area, would be greatly disturbed if the
lake were lowered by this release.

In addition, the original purpose of Banks Lake was to provide a reservoir for irrigation
of the Columbia basin to provide for agricultural growth of inland Washington state
(we’ve seen the movies and read the information at the Grand Coulee dam numerous
times during our frequent visits). We believe that the release of such a large volume
of water during the planned drawdown would have a large negative impact on Eastern
Washington’s agricultural & recreational community. If anything, we should be doing
all we can to bolster our agricultural & recreational community during these difficult
economic times.

| work as a full-time Biology Instructor at Wenatchee Valley College. | am acutely
aware of the crisis in the fruit industry in the Wenatchee Valley and throughout Eastern
Washington. Please do not create another crisis in another branch of our agricultural
community by the drawdown of water from Banks Lake.

Please, please, do NOT release the water from Banks Lake. My family and | strongly
urge you to reconsider the Bureau’s plans to drawdown the water in Banks Lake. The
economic impact, both agriculturally and recreationally, will be significant.

Thank you for your time and interest.

Respectively,

Rob & Kathy Fitch
Rob & Kathy Fitch & family
933 Corbaley Place

Wenatchee, WA 98801
(509) 662-5589
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CommMmENT IE 31
From: “Tom Flint” <twflint@crcwnet.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 11, 2003 7:03AM
Subject: Opposed to Banks Lake Draw Down

Jim. | am opposed to the proposed Banks Lake Draw Down. This proposal is not

based on sound science with no known benefits. It is also a misappropriation of water

allocations as well.

Tom Flint
5842 Rd 2NW
Ephrata, WA
98823

509-787-2003
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ComMENT IE 32
From: “Orie L. Francis” <orieo@bigdam.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Sun, Apr 6, 2003 2:47PM

Subject: Banks Lake
| would like to take this opportunity to make some comments regarding Banks Lake.
We are Grant County taxpayers, that live in Electric City - on Banks Lake.

My opinion is that you should not draw down the lake - to allow more water to remain in
the river to “help migrating salmon”. Too much money has been spent trying to “save
the wild salmon”. No one can tell the difference between wild salmon and hatchery -
that is why they clip the fin on the hatchery salmon. If the lake levels are down it will be
necessary to modify the existing facilities - thus spending more taxpayer money.

Another comment | have regarding Banks Lake, which | have not seen anyone bring
up -is --- | think the Bass fishermen should have to either wait until a respectable time
in the morning to “roar out” or have their start area be out of town. They (sometimes
more than 100 boats) roar through the town area at full throttle at 6:00 a.m. or earlier,
which can be heard all over town - even with all of the windows closed. | think we have
some sort of a noise ordinance in Electric City????

Sincerely

Myrna J. Francis
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ComMENT IE 33
From: “Jeff” <jfred@gemsi.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Sun, Apr 6, 2003 12:21PM
Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

Jim Blanchard

Bureau of Reclamation

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

| saw in the Spokesman Review newspaper that some bass fishermen would like to see
Banks Lake drawn down because it would improve willow growth. However, what kind
of an impact would the drawdown have on aquatic plant life that is so vital to fishes and
birds?

If | remember correctly, there was a major drawdown on Banks Lake about five to seven
years ago that did some long-term damage to aquatic plants.

| know that the salmon and steelhead smolts in the Columbia River system need
adequate flow to help them migrate to the ocean, however, is it possible that there is
already enough flow, even without lowering Banks Lake?

Unusable boat launching facilities on Banks Lake would be bad for sportsmen and other
boaters, and also bad for local businesses on and near the lake.

With the information | have at hand, | would have to say | am opposed to that drastic of
a drawdown.

Have a good day.

Sincerely,

Jeff Frederick

Moses Lake, Washington
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ComMmENT IE 34

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September,

Help us make an impact by combining our stalements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special ’rojects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or cmail jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.
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ComMmeENT IE 35

From: “Glendon Gee” <glendongee@charter.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Sat, Apr 12, 2003 7:13AM

Subject: water for agriculture

Please do not relase 130,000 acre feet of water. A compromise should be reached that
allows water to be stored in Banks Lake for later use by irrigated crops.

gwg

Glendon W. Gee
1637 Birch
Richland, Washington 99352
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ComMENT IE 36
From: “Glendon Gee” <glendongee@charter.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Mon, Mar 17, 2003 7:23PM
Subject: drawdown--prevent it

----- Original Message -----

From: Glendon Gee

To: Glendon Gee

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 6:22 PM
Subject: jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov

We are against any further or unnecessary draw down of the Banks Lake at this time.
Glendon and Shirley Gee

1637 Birch
Richland WA 99352
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ComMmeENT IE 37

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.
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CoMmMmENT IE 38

March 12, 2003

Mr, Jim Blanchard
Special Projects Officer
Bureau of Reclamation
PO Box 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard:

1 am opposed to the action alternative of the ten-foot drawdown of Banks Lake. T have reviewed the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, and take issue with several points.

According to the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife website 2002 Salmon returns are high, with an
above average projection for 2003, In contrast, citizens whose own existence depends on the summer tourist
revenue could be impacted to point of insolvency.

It is stated in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that “impacts on the economy of Grant County are
negligible " ‘Where is the data to back this up? In averaging the impact at the county level, you minimize the
impact not only on the number of individual small businesses that would be devastated by one season of less than
average seasonal income, but also the loss of jobs and tax revenue so urgently needed in our rural area,
Washington's small business climate is already foundering under increased regulations and a higher minimum
wage than they can support. Save a few fish, and lose several business enterprises? The ripple effect of losing
those businesses will be felt throughout the county. According to Washington State County 2001 Travel
Impacts, eastern Washington employment directly generated by travel spending is 32.3% of the total jobs. Local
tax revenues directly generated by travel spending are $28 million, and state taxes of $116 million. Grant County
alone generates $126.3 million from travel spending. Any loss of this hard-earned and cultivated income would
certainly have more than a “negligible” effect on the county’s citizens and funded programs.

It is further stated in the draft EIS that “recreational opportunities could be negatively affected when the lake
level falls below 1,565 feet.” Historic records show lower recreational use when water dropped below this level,
but the Draft E1S suggests that this should not impact the local economy as “there are many close substitutes for
recreation on Banks Lake.” Recreational users may be able to choose other areas to use as destinations, but that
leaves many established business entities such as Coulee City Community Park and Sunbanks Resort literally
“high and dry,” as they cannot transfer their operations to these “close substitutes.” Coulee City especially,
would suffer most in lost revenue, and like other small cities in eastern Washington, is already under severe
economic strain for its continued existence.

Despite the statements in the draft E15, I firmly believe that this action is detrimental to the health of our local
economy. Would you consider the effect “negligible” if it was your business that had to close? I urge you to
cancel this proposed drawdown,

Sincerely,

m

M d Hagen
PO Box 91
Soap Lake, WA 93851

01

02

493




Banks Lake Drawdown
Final Environmental Impact Statement

ComMmMmENT IE 39

Date: 4/6/03

To:

Mr. Jim Blanchard
IbIanchard@pn.usbr.gov

From: Terry Hastings

Re:

farm unit 76, block 253
29928 Rd M SW
Mattawa, WA 99349
Tlhastings(@peoplepc.com
Banks Lake drawdown for salmon migration

The Tri City Herald recently ran an article detailing a proposal to draw down Banks Lake in an
attempt to flush salmon smolt down the Columbia River.

Flow augmentation has so far proven to be a colossal waste of electrical ratepayer’s assets. It

is a text book example of out of control environmentalism whereby enormous sums of public
resources are squandered with little or no demonstrable results. Proven, measurable benefits to
salmon smolt are virtually non-existant. Those benefits that are claimed are in dispute.

In the case of the Banks LLake drawdown proposal I would demand to know:

How many returning adult salmon will this proposal generate?

What is the cost of this proposal to the Banks Lake recreation & tourist trade?

What is the cost of this proposal in lost generation to the operation of the Columbia River
hydro system?

What is the cost of this proposal to the various irrigation districts that depend upon Banks Lake
water?

What are the political ramifications of allowing dubious environmental policies to dictate
operation of the hydro system?

What is the overall calculated cost in dollars per returning adult salmon of this proposal?

My bet is that the answer to 6 above is going to easily run 5 to 6 figures per returning adult salmon.
This is nuts. As an electrical ratepayer and taxpayer I demand that my money be spent in a prudent
manner on sound environmental polices that have been demonstrated to work and be cost effective.
Flow augmentation has proven to be the exact opposite: staggering cost with no provable benefits.

Best wishes,

tlh

Cc:
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CoMmMmENT IE 40
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ComMmMmENT IE 41

March 19, 2003

Mr. Jim Blanchard
Bureau of Reclamation
PO Box 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard:

1 am writing this letter to register my opposition to the action alternative of the ten-foot drawdown of Banks
Lake. The risk to the area economy, and the whole of eastern Washington, is far greater than the benefit to
salmon. Northwest electric ratepayers are already funding the most expensive salmon restoration program in the
country, and there seems to be no end in sight. At the same time, reports of 2002 Salmon returns are high, and
the projection for 2003 is above average.

| have read the Draft Environmental Impact Statement; it doesn’t include any data regarding the severe economic
losses the local economy and small businesses will surely feel. The area around Banks Lake supports many
recreational businesses, and even a 10-foot drawdown will dramatically affect these seasonal businesses, as well
as the many merchants and service industries throughout Grant County that also count on the seasonal tounst
dollars

The Draft EIS states that “impacts on the economy of Grant County are negligible,” and minimizes the impact on
the number of individual small businesses that would be devastated by one season of less than average summer
income. It also doesn’t take into account the loss of jobs and tax revenue that are essential for economic survival
in our rural area. Washington's rural areas are already suffering due to the budget crisis with no help in sight.
Save a few fish, and sound the death knell for local economies? The ripple effect of losing those businesses will
be felt throughout the county and the state. According to Washington State County 2001 Travel Impacts,
eastern Washington employment directly generated by travel spending is 32.3% of the total workforce. Local
tax revenues directly generated by travel spending are 528 million, and state taxes of 3116 million. Grant County
alone generates $126.3 million from travel spending. The loss of this seasonal income would certainly have more
than a “negligible” effect on the county’s citizens and businesses.

The Drafi EIS mentions that “recreational opportunities could be negatively affected when the lake level falls
below 1,565 feet,” and arrogantly suggests that this should not impact the local economy as “there are many
close substitutes for recreation on Banks Lake.” Recreational users may be able to choose other areas to use as
destinations, unlike the established business that will see their seasonal tourist income pass them by as
recreational users choose these other arcas, The effect on the business community of Coulee City especiaily will
suffer because of the lost revenue, and our small rural cities are already scrambling for any revenue they can.

Despite the statements in the draft E1S, | strongly believe that this action is detrimental to the health of our local
economy. 1t will take years to restore salmon runs, as it has taken years of over-harvesting to cause them to
decline. This is not the answer,

Sincerely,

Foc. Gl
Ken Holm

PO Box 387
Ephrata, WA 98823
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CoMmMENT IE 42
From: “Carole” <hopkins1@atnet.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Tue, Mar 11, 2003 7:38AM
Subject: Do not lower Banks Lake!!!!

Mr. Blanchard, | am writing in concern about the thought of lowering Banks
Lake!!! This is a terrible mistake to even consider this idea. When people
consider changing or ruining peoples livelihood to help FISH is a big mistake.
We know people who need the money coming into that area and this would hurt
them intensely. Plus as a tourist who comes to the Banks Lake many times feel
this is a terrible idea. Please re-think this. | know there are many other ideas to
try to save the FISH!!

Thank you for your time.

Carole Hopkins

2021 Melody Ln

Moses Lake WA 98837
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ComMmENT IE 43
From: “fritz” <fahowar7 @moseslake-wa.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 9, 2003 11:02PM
Subject: banks lake drawdown

| have read much information on the proposed drawdown of banks lake and
find some similiarities to the klamath falls disaster (both to the farmers there
and to the public image of many involved agencies).

to keep this short, i’ll give a short history and make two points.

i am a retired sergeant with the grant county sheriff’s office. during my 28 years
patrolling grant county i made inumerable contacts with local residents and
visitors from out of county. one of my duties was operating and supervising the
boat patrol for g.c.s.o.

In my estimation, the premier lake in grant county (including the col. river) is
banks lake when viewed for its clean water, excellent fishing, availibility to the
public for on water recreation of all kinds and size to allow for the very large out
of county response by boaters. this lake is my personal favorite (my family and
many friends stay at the coulee city park and enjoy boating and fishing).
second, i now farm 13 acres just east of soap lake with 10 of the acres irrigated
by u.s.b.r. water. i raise grass/alfalfa (some for sale), 2 horses and will add
cattle this year. without that water my place will die, the livestock will be sold,
etc. etc.

for these two reasons i find the proposal without merit and to be most
destructive to the tourism industry along banks lake, also possibly highly
destructive to agriculture in all of grant county and adjacent counties supplied
by u.s.b.r. water from banks lake.

in one article i noted that there is no scientific proof that this additional water
will aid the fish to reach the sea and further noted that the major down stream
movement of the fish occurred before the proposed drawdown / higher stream
flow.

the proposal lacks any sort of common sense / believability, threatens returning
grant county to a desert and makes me highly suspicious of the motives behind
such a move.

question- are these continued attacks on water usage all about control and

i wonder.

thank you for your time.
fred “fritz” howard

pob 1389

soap lake, wa 98851
246-1037
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Mr James Blanchard-Manager April 9, 2003

Special Projects Officer

Bureau of Reclamation

POB 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Sir,

Please record this letter in Opposition to the Banks Lake Drawdown

We need additional time to study the draft EIS.

This drawdown flies in the face of common sense. It will devastate tourism and the Jocal
businesses. It will make boating, fishing, and swimming impossible. Mosquitoes will breed in the
mud flats and create a health hazard for people and birds.

Your agency necds Lo re-think what it is doing, and rewrite the draft EIS and address these
issues..

Sincerely,

” .

Tack Jenkins

PORB 782
Soap Lake, WA 98851
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ComMmENT IE 45
From: “karenjo@johnlscott.com” <karenjo@johnlscott.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 9, 2003 9:29PM
Subject: Response to Newspaper Ad

Please accept my public comment in support of the statement/thoughts of the
Washington State Potato Commission regarding the water release/water use as
presented in the recent newspaper advertisment.

Karen Jones

3202 South Jefferson Street
Spokane, WA 99203
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ComMmMmENT IE 46

¥

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has heen
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposcd 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and hoat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blunchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.ushr.gov.

! i" A .;-.I .‘.""__..L =] Y. =TT ey A /7
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Feel free 1o use back of farm or attach a sepurate picce of paper:
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ComMeNT IE 47
From: “Greg Kardong” <kjee2@earthlink.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Mon, Mar 24, 2003 9:21AM
Subject: AGAINST BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN

Jim,

Place my name in the “DON"T” column. Banks Lake is one of the few nearby
“‘gem lakes” great for water sports and camping. It’s truly one of the major
reasons | and all my friends really enjoy living in this area. We look forward to
each summer with the vision of boating, snorkeling, camping etc @ the north
end. The drawdown would be a real lasting kick in the gut.

Greg Kardong
4915 Bluff Drive
Moses Lake, WA 98837

kjee2@earthlink.net
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ComMENT IE 48
From: “‘Jesse” <jdknopp@centurytel.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Thu, Mar 20, 2003 10:05AM
Subject: Banks Lake draw down:

Mr. Blanchard,

Please don'’t allow the draw down of Banks Lake in Aug. This is about the only
activity the children of Coulee City has in the summer time. My grandchildren
and | spend a lot of time at the lake in the summer as we all enjoy swimming and
picnicking. |1 live 4 blocks from the lake so | spend special time there.

The tourist that use the lake also bring a lot of revenue to the towns around the
lake.

Please don’t lower the water level of Banks Lake.

Dolores Knopp
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ComMmENT IE 49
From: “Gary L. Christensen” <gchriste@bentonrea.com>
To: “Jim Blanchard” <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 10, 2003 11:09PM
Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown

Mr. Blanchard:

| am deeply disturbed regarding even considering the drawing down of Banks Lake for

01

the “probability of meeting flow objectives”. There is no scientific data to support such
conclusions.

This is a dangerous precedent which threatens the agricultural viability in the Columbia
Basin. Tourism and recreation will also be deeply affected by this action. Banks Lake
was developed to act as a reservoir to sustain the irrigation projects in which it serves.
Don’t mess with the original intent and purpose of this mass of water which serves
numerous purposes to the people of the Columbia Basin.

Gary L. Christensen

L & G Christensen Farms, Inc.
10542 Road Division South
Othello, WA 99344

509-346-2697
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ComMmENT IE 50
From: “‘Lake Farms” <jlake@ronan.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 11, 2003 2:06PM

Subject: Lake Drawdown

To whom it may concern:

We depend on potato seed sales to Washington for our livlihood. Please
consider the economic effect this may have on ag and all ag business before
making this decision to turn loose this water.

Susan Lake

50093 Hyw 93
Ronan, Montana 59864
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ComMmmMmENT IE 51

COI]Agm ConAgia loods Poodservice Company
F dsyu Specialty Porate Producis
OO Adminiseranive Office

Eren West Gage Whvd.
PO Boy O 1goa
b Cliries, WA goyoz- 1900

April 11, 2003 ILL: goup 735 440
FAX: so0 7360499

Mr. Jim Blanchard

Ephrata Feld Office

11.5. Hureau of Reclamation

Box BL5

Ephrita, WA 98523

Mr. John Keys
Commissioner, LSHR

1849 C 51. NW

Washingron, [0, 20240-0001

R

RE: LAMER-

: TS 2 LSER'S BANKS LAKE
v 'R AL FT ENVIRONME by i

Dieair Mr, Blancharnd and Commissioncr Koys:

This letter 15 offered by Lamb-Weston, Inc. conceming the United Stmes Bureaw of 01
Reclamation’s (USBR) proposal w draw down Banks Lake n the Columbia Basin of
Washington State.

1amhb-Westan is the largest producer of processed potato products in the Uniled Suses. Lamb-
Westan has b processing facilities in Washington and Oregon, employing approximately 5,000
people. Our fucilitics are dependent upon some 6-8 hillion pounds of raw potatces annually, the
majonty of which gre grown in he Columnbia Basin, me aren that wiil ne maost impuacted by the
proposed Banks Lake draw down.

In the sgriculiural industry in Eastern Washingten, Lamb-Weston occupies a unique niche.
Lamb-Weston not only processes polatoes into vilue added product, but also wets as o grower of
its raw potaro needs, as well as being a purchaser of raw polaroes from independent limners, As
i grower, Lamb-Weston farms through joint venture and custom famming agreements. As o
purchaser, Lamb-Weston contracts with several bundred farers for the remainder of our raw
potatoes.

Currently the financial health of the Washington potato industry is precarious. During the past
five years, selling prices for powatoes have been very low, margins are light, credil is scarce, and
losses are mounting for many Washington potato farmers. Potential shortages of waler andfor
restrictions on imigution, which could result from the USBR's proposal 1o draw down Buanks
Lake, are of particular concarn to both the polulw growers of Washingron State and the

LamblWeston
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ConAgra CoenAgra Foods Fandservice Company

F dS.g .‘E:pmﬁl:f Pagato Praduces

00 Adminisrranve Office
Fron W (:;s[;r Eluwd.
POk Bow Cangan

|Irl-{‘:!rl.|‘\. WA quina-gon

TEL: grepr3e-4tig1
FAX: grwpp3hi-amag

provessurs who's business supports many of these prowers. The LUSBR's proposal could have a
devastating impact to the entire Washington potato industry.

Based on our review of the 1.SHR s proposed action alrernanive and Drafi EIS for the Banks
Lake draw down, Lamb-Westor opposes both (“Mo Action™ and “Action”) alternatives
presented. Lamb-Wesion urges the USBR 1o maintain its historic operations of the projeci—
for the August period—with Banks Lake reservoir operations predominantly held within the
1567-1509 fi. elevations.

Lamb-Weston concludes that the USBR proposed draw down actions (*No Action” and
“Action” aliernatives) would have no positive measurable impacts w the survival of
migrating juvenile Columbia River salmon; and they would give false credence o the
technically flawed low targets currently within the NMFS 2000 BiOp. Conversely, such
actions would nepatively affect native or local ecological habitat and resources, could
negatively affect on-site recreation resources and possibly hydropower production, and
unliawlully encroach upon the stamutory authorization for the project. The henefits are either
viery unclear or nonexistent, while the costs ane spparent.

Lamb-Weston belicves that the draw down proposals are ill-conceived measures that
should receive no further review or action, and urges that historcal operating regimes at
the Bunns Luke Froject be mantwened,  Ldamb-Woseon, oo, 5w memoer of ihe
Washington Stale Potato Commission and works closely with its leadership.  Lumb
Weston has reviewed in detail the comments made by the WSPC and we endorse the
conclusions reached by the WSPC, and sirongly urge the USBR 10 agt according to the
recommendations mads by the WSPC,

Kaspectfully,

S0 e

David Smith
Director of Narth Amenca Agriculivral Services
Lamib=-Weston, Inc.
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ComMmMmENT IE 52

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box § 15, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email Jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

The. Banks Lake dradon it

ﬁﬁﬁ;@(/ MZ_LdLMﬁM@_
_outr _pusiness. 2. _
ﬂﬁa‘j&rﬂ&_ﬁa&_ Jor _

our el

——

Feel five to use back of form or attach a separate piece of paper:
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ComMmeENT IE 53

From: Larsen Family <mh.larsen@yverizon.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Wed, Apr 9, 2003 10:28PM

Subject: Banks Lake Draw Down

To whom it may concern:

IT is distressing that each year it seems we want to sacrifice our economy for fish. |
know we have had record salmon runs the last few years. Please do not drawdown
water for fish from Banks Lake.

The fish don’t need it.
Mark Larsen

2415 Whitworth Ave
Richland, WA 99352

Mark
mh.larsen@verizon.net (home)
mlarsen@agrinw.com (work)

510

01




Comments and Responses

CoMmMmENT IE 54

AFB’L] qf M
Buoraau & Puslamalen
Mo Pox BRI

Ephraka, WA AR_ZS

(seect (TMerning,

oL are. addling PtV e lsuraay
nel  drass dewn Bante Lalla
/?;?’:. cyala . pannsl = ard =y
Fupdase  Atonomic hardsdip & U
aliava Poe. will causs ona- Tor
plare I}c;.liﬂ{{ﬁ v marss In Mna Oc:x[urn{ai“cl
Bonein , alorg widn edner Pesrares
N Mdne Sras,

01

™
I{})btﬂ:, e oni e =almen KW el
. Delumba BEavar ¢ Lrbukaria s
lhavi ratord ==2men runs <

hant ueu,
A+

sy FMadl Lawis
| -
PC Pox 47657
LAl s #rf_":\-_..- .Z:L". .4' '? :;a:‘,:'."7

511



Banks Lake Drawdown
Final Environmental Impact Statement

ComMmENT IE 55
From: Paul Lindholdt <plindholdt@mail.ewu.edu>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Sun, Apr 13, 2003 12:14PM
Subject: Banks Lake Comments

Thanks for this opportunity to comment on the proposed drawdown of
BanksLake.

| support the drawdown, and | write to you as a longtime resident of Eastern
Washington who fishes, hunts, camps, and otherwise recreates with my
family in the region. The loss of the salmon must be stopped, and this effort
is worth a try.

Moreover, | am very concerned about the growing power of the farm lobby,
particularly the Washington State Potato Commission, which took out a full-
page ad in the Spokane daily newspaper last week. That ad, without ever
mentioning fish, urged readers to lobby you.

If money and subterfuge like theirs can affect public policy, then our
democracy is in sad shape.

Dr. Paul Lindholdt

plindholdt@mail.ewu.edu

509 / 359-2812
http://www.ewu.edu/cal/engl/plindholdt/home.html
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ComMmMmENT IE 56

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourse!f to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

Lo fack o £L.ndL%_£L_D_u.cn_é‘—’f""
#lefj_ﬂ—

oL Stote |
i ﬂﬁj@éﬁftﬁr_‘j_m ér?zn}:? E{{GJEG"{

Feel free to use back of form or atach a separate picce of paper
I__rsfrrj +Shaven Lebe
a & {"'
L;”d[_; W&t_ ! {.3’?-1"
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ComMmeENT IE 57

Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov. __3 %2
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ComMENT IE 58
From: “Esther” <gentle@bossig.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Mon, Mar 17, 2003 10:18PM

Subject: water drawdown

In the middle of a bad drought, farmers need water to produce the food you like
to eat & have money enough to buy gas VIA the taxe money generated, etc.
And you want to throw away water?

1. The problem began about 20 - 25 years ago when the Japanese and
Russian fish trawlers were trawler-netting all the baby salmon off the Pacific
shores. We used to go to Otter Rock, Oregon to have Christmas. At night
you could watch the ships lights go up and down where that under water ridge
is, where the baby salmon feed, to grow up. Itis (so I'm told) in International
waters. They took a whole lot of fish out of the ocean.

2. Due to the over-fishing cited above, the fishery industry of the Oregon ports
dropped off rapidly. My husband liked to go fishing, and annually the guys
who were stationery-office supply friends would gather for a day or two fishing.
THAT stopped because the “salmon season” was only open for a day, maybe
two.

3. Now we get engineers who want to destroy the dams, and thereby have a
job. No one remembers the horrible Vanport flood, and all the other floods that
happened -- which the dams stopped the annual billions of dollars (not counting
the misery) spent to replace at least some of the flood damaged problems
(sometimes it was a bridge or a few bridges that needed repair/replacement).

4. Who is going to baby sit the baby salmon nursery which is in the International
waters?

5. In a drought, where are you going to get water for the farmers to grow food
with? In a drought, where are you going to get the hay and other feed to grow
your steaks and hambergers?

6. You went to college and learned calculus, and forgot to learn common sense
--- right?
Esther McM.

CC: <swentworth@cbnn.net>
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ComMmENT IE 59
From: “Dale Marohl” <gomez@odessaoffice.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 8, 2003 1:34PM
Subject: Banks Lake drawdown

It is apparent that lowering the water levels in Banks Lake will affect tens of
thousands of lives in an adverse way in Grant county. It certainly was not the
intent of our fore fathers to have this happen. We are sternly opposed to this
decision and think it would be a finacial disasterfor our county.

Thank You

Dale & Cheryl Marohl

PO Box 862

Coulee City, Wa.

99115
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CoMmMmENT IE 60

Faye Maslen

719 W. Loop Drive
Moses Lake, WA 98837

509-765-4839

BUREAL OF RECLAMATION APRIL 9. 2002
P.0. BOX 875
EPHRATA . WASHTNGTON 98823

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

T AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THE BUREAU OF RECLAMATIONS PLAN TO RELEASE
130,000 ACRE FEET OF WATER INTO THE COLUMBTIA RIVER FOR ANY REASON.
WE, THE PEQPLE OF THIS COLUMBIA BASIN NEED THAT WATER.

I'M SICK AND TIRED OF THE FISH HAVING MORE RIGHTS THAN THE PECOFLE
HAYE. AND T WANT 1T STOPPED.

THAT WATER 1S NEEDED TO IRRTGATE THE CROPS IN THIS AREA. RELEASING
ALL THAT WATER (OULD HAYVE A MAJOR TMPACT ON THE TRRIGATTON OF THE
AREA. OUR CROPS WILL DRY WP, AND THIS LUSH GREEM FARM LAND WILL
ONCE AGAIN BECOME A DESERT WASTE LAND.

PO NOT WASTE THIS WATER! THERE ARE PLENTY OF SALMON. VYOu CAN GO
TNTD ANY SUPER MARKET AND PURCHASE AMY TIME, OR GO TO ANY RESTAURANT
ANYTIME, AND ORDER SALMON.

WE ARE ABLE TO RATSE ALL THE SALMOM NEEDED, DOM'T WASTE THIS (MTER
EY RELEASIMG IT INTQ THE RIVER.

FAYE MASLEM
719 1, LOOP DRIVE

GOSES LAKE. (A, 96427 ‘j"*
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From: “‘JIM&IRENE” <mathewsJames@email.msn.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Tue, Mar 18, 2003 6:02PM

Subject: Drawdown Proposal

| am opposed to the proposed drawdown.

Jim Mathews
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Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combinin g our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourselfto Mr. Blanchard at PO Box & 15, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblane hard@pn.usbr.gov.

Feel frve to use back of form or attach o separate picee of paper:
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ComMmMmENT IE 63

From: “‘Hubert P. Mills” <hpmills@icehouse.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Tue, Apr 8, 2003 12:51PM
Subject: Draw down of Banks Lake

Director, U. S. Bureau of Reclamation:

Please reconsider the decision to release the 130,000 acre feet of water from 01

Banks Lake into the Columbia. The water is desperately needed by the farmers,
particularly those that are producing potatoes for commercial processing. The
economy would be terribly hurt if a normal year of potato production is hampered
in any way. The economy is in a poor shape now, and the withdrawal of water
would be the proverbial nail in the coffin. Please reconsider-- let’'s not have a
Klamath Lake incident here in the Columbia Basin. Sincerely, Dr. Hubert P.
Mills, Retired Professor of Management, EWU, Cheney. Wa.
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Fobert N. & Gudu Mosher
5540 Martin Road N.W,
Ephrata, Wa 98823

March 20, 2003

Bureau of Reclamation

Attention: Jim Blanchard, Special Projects
P.0. Box 815

32 C Streat N.W,

Ephrata, Wa 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard,
We are writing to you o express our apinion on the proposed draw down of Barks Lake.
We know you had a sail boat there yourself s0 some of what we say must be familiar lo you,

This will be the beginning of our fourth year we will be mooring our boal at Coulee City.

Last April we bought a very expensive sport boal because of the ability 1o moor at Coulee City

and the countless hours my wife and | , ather family and our friends spend at the lake, We camp at the
park even though we live in Ephrata. It is an excellent place to bring our grandchildren. They enjoy going
out in the middle of the lake and playing off the back of the beat. Thay can do this for hours, while

learning to swim. We alsc have family that live out of the area that come in the summer time to go skiing
and boating. Often during the evenings we will take friends to the lake for skiing and boating and picnics,

All of this , without a doubt , is the focal point of our summer recreation. We do not take extended vacations
and go anywhere alse.

As you can see, Banks Lake has become the traditional place in our family's lives for spending time together,

We can't imagine why the proposed draw down is even considered when the impact to peaple that use the
lake is going to be so devastating and the benefit of doing so is so insignificant,

In addition, the economic impact to our area is staggering and will confinue to have an impact for years
o come.

Fiease consider peopla's needs for a place so beautiful as Banks Lake when deciding whether or not o forward
with the proposed draw down.
Sincaraly, .
i !
) /r;é%ﬁ’ M G [Tubonzy)
Robart N, & Gudu Mosher

ce: Senator Patty Murray
Senator Maria Cantwell
Congressman Doc Hastings
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BUREAL OF RECLAMATION APRIL 9. 2003
P.0. BOX &15
EPHRATA. WASHINGTON 92823

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

I AM STRONGLY (PPOSEP TO THE BUREAU OF RECLAMATIONS PLAN TO RELEASE
130,000 ACRE FEET OF WATER INTO THE COLUMBIA RIVER FOR ANY REASON. 01
WE, THE PEOPLE OF THIS COLUMBETA BASIN NEED THAT WATER.

I'M SICK AND TIRED OF THE FISH HAVING MORE RIGHTS THAM THE PEOPLE
HAVE, AND T WANT IT STOPFED.

THAT WATER 1S NEEDED TO IRRIGATE THE CROPS IN THIS AREA. RELEASING
ALL THAT WATER WOULD HAVE A MAJOR TMPACT ON THE TRRIGATION OF THE 02
AREA. OUR CROPS WILL DRY UP, AND THTS LUSH GREEN FARM LAND OTLL
ONCE AGATN BECOME A DESERT WASTE LAND.

DO NOT WASTE THIS WATER! THERE ARE PLENTY OF SALMON. YOU CAN GO
INTQ ANY SUPER MARKET AND PURCHASE ANY TIME, OR GO TO ANV RESTAURANT 03
ANYTIME, AND ORDER SALMON.

WE ARE ABLE TO RAISE ALL THE SALMON NEEDED. ODOM'T WASTE THIS WATER
BY RELEASING IT INTO THE RIVER.

N reesilsy s
g KX 7Tt

/j:_;j? AL S aA s S
- e S5
o] Kale, /’5;'{{; 77
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ComMENT IE 66
From: “Jean Nicholson” <ajn@bigdam.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Wed, Apr 2, 2003 10:50AM
Subject: drawdown of Banks Lake

| strongly object to the drawdown of Banks Lake as do all of us in the Grand
Coulee Dam area. It will hurt the local fish, the fishing season, the tourists,
and above all, the farmers. This lake was put in for irrigation purposes, but has
become a fishing paradise. If you do this for the lousy salmon that not many
people even like to eat, what else can the National Marine Fisheries Service
demand?

They almost ruined the Klamath Falls area a couple of years ago by drawdowns
and at Conconnuly four years ago, the lake has still not recovered.

Jean Nicholson

new email: ajn@bigdam.net
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ComMENT IE 67
From: “THE O'SHEA'S” <boshea@qosi.net>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Mar 14, 2003 8:48AM
Subject: comment on D.E.I.S.

Dr. Mr. Blanchard,

After reviewing much of the DEIS | have concluded that because of the length
of time it took to prepare such an immense study, we have had over 2 years to
witness a salmon run recovery that is far beyond what anyone can explain. To
go ahead with lowering the pool of Banks Lake for the sole purpose of increased
flows for E.S.A. listed salmonoid stocks when the RETURNING salmon
numbers are at record levels since the building of the dams seems unwarranted
considering all of the negative impacts to local wildlife and habitat as well as
citizens who depend on boat launches and water at levels to maintain fish and
other wildlife habitat on Banks Lake. If there was a process to DELIST a species
from E.S.A. there may may not need to be a review of this well put together, very
expensive I'm sure, report at all.

Sincerely,

Brian O’Shea

4556 Rd. R N.W.

Quincy, WA.

CC: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
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ComMENT IE 68
From: <Mikeypal@aol.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Thu, Jan 16, 2003 2:17PM

Subject: (no subject)
Dear Mr. Blanchard
Response to DEIS for the drawdown of Banks Lake.

This document needs to be redrafted to reflect an unbiased evaluation of the proposed
action. The section on the “ Affected Environment “ discusses the importance of the shoreline
and aquatic habitat to fish and wildlife and their reliance on water to exist yet the “Environmental
Consequences” section states that the habitat can withstand 40 days of dehydration ( page
4-43) . On page 4-45 under “Unavoidable Adverse Impacts” the statement “ Minor changes
in littoral and riparian communities may occur.” there is simply no data in the DEIS to support
conclusion

The environmental consequences section outlines the effect of a ten foot drawdown but the
stated purpose of the EIS is to analyze the environmental impacts of a five foot one. The reality
is the whole document should describe the existing condition (pool level 1568 -1570) to the
proposal of 1570 to 1560.

The document omits an analysis of black crappie or sunfish or the fresh water clams.
During the 1994 drawdown there were dead clams in the exposed area of Steamboat Rock
State Park. What about the effectiveness of a drawdown on milfoil control?

The recreation section needs to discuss the shift of people away from the times of low water
to high. Right now the state park can barely keep up with the solid waste, imagine the waste
piles in July with people moving their vacations from August to July. The action alternative really
cuts the summer recreation season by 50% And the USBRs lack of a firm commitment to fund
mitigation leaves July the only vacation time. Your mailing list shows you haven’t reached the
west side users. That will come back to bite. My vacation at the state park is Aug 9-19. If the
water level is below 1565 then | will go in July and camp on the shore and parks will be out my
camping fee.

Numerous places in the DEIS the benefits to salmon are used to support the action
alternative you need to either omit the statements or support them. | think if information in the
Hydrologic Report in Appendix C is evaluated it will be hard to support the benefits to salmon.

CC: <brit461@ecy.wa.gov>
From: <Mikeypal@aol.com>

To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Mon, Feb 3, 2003 3:02PM
Subject: Re: (no subject)

Sorry about that ! Name is Mike Palko address is 2905 Angus Drive Tenino,Wa 98589 The
cc of my comments went to Barb Ritchie at the Wash Dept of Ecology who will coordinate the
comments on behave of the State of Wash.

If you have any questions re. my comments please e-mail me.
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ComMmMmENT IE 69

Jim Blanchard [ 7200
Special Projects Officer

Bureau of Reclamation

32 C St NW

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Jim:

This is in support of the proposed draw down of Banks Lake. We have a
critical salmon problem that can only be solved by having people step-up
and help. In some cases helping will involve giving something up.

In this case, it appears that what will be given up is very minor.

I have enjoyed Banks Lake for the 20 years [ have lived in Grant County. [
usually spend 20-30 days a year, fishing, duck hunting or just boating on the
lake. If I am inconvenienced for a month or so a year-1 will consider that my
small contribution to helping us restore salmon runs.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment. Thanks for taking on jobs like this.
Thanks for trying to do the right thing.

Gregory Parker
32736 Lakeshore Dr
Coulee City, WA 99115

W
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ComMmMmENT IE 71

The USBR and the National Marine Fisheries are proposing a 10-foot drawdown of Banks
Lake during the months of August and September. This would prevent the use of the boat
launchs, bank fishing, and the swimming arca. Besides the economic impact this will
create, how does this affect YOU personally?

HOW MUCH DOES BANKS LAKE MEAN TO YOU?

WHAT ARE YOUR SUMMER CUSTOMS AND HABITS?

1. How many times each week do you and your family use Banks Lake during the months

of August and September?
Total for two months_ /é

Z How many times each week do you and vour family use the swimming area atl the Coulee
City Park during the months of August and September?

Total for two months /7 2 ; :

3. How many times a week do vou launch your boat at the Coulee City Park during the
months of August and September?

Taotal for two months /é’ oy

4, How many times a week do you and your family use the Coulee City Park for water
skiing or other related water sports?

Total for two months ALl

5. How many times a week do you and your family go fishing in Banks Lake during the
months of August and September?

Total for two months. _f/{_‘ -

How important is the lake to you and your family for recreation and exercise, for picnics,

?Lzrrlmilam”i;i;:ﬁ ?rﬁ;‘l]viumuns 7#_&:?2{ 4:/‘#_} i
SU7 ek Tl Zome o5 cpind w7 cfuﬂ’z;/ #AAJ

culture, and \l.a}

Z;J Qh‘rlmp }tuﬁrcuﬁtu?_\ ol Itﬂ.: Eféﬂgyggg f;p}fg;re 01
aall _Mz{_ s f__/?‘__w_éjvz
. ,—' 2/[’/,13"

_;zxx }/Af:ezr‘é?'f ¢ e £ Yrrs- ¢ JE582
LLING OUT AND RETURNING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE TO

THE CITY HﬁLL‘ BIG WALLY'S, OR FULLER'S DRY FALLS MINI MART BY
5 PM WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 2003.
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CoMmMmENT IE 72

March 25, 2003

Barbara Poulson
6230 West SR 260
Connell WA 99326

Wr. Jim Blanchard
Special Projects Officer
Bureau of Reclamation
PO, 815

Ephrata. WA 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

1 support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown to Banks Lake in Grant County

Rivers have multiple uses including flood control, hydropower, irrigation and recreation,
protection of fish and wildlife and cultural resources. Any agency responsible for
operational changes must take into account how the change will affect these other uses.

A drawdown of ten feet is not acceptable nor is it justified. There is no proof it will be
effective in helping spawning fish,

Girant County Commissioner Tim Snead fears a drawdown could cause health issues
because it would form large mud bogs in the lake where mosquitoes could breed and may
spread disease.

I believe the public is not aware of this action and am requesting additional Hearings be
held in the lower part of Grant County.

Thank you,

)

/ e
bl R . ] PR L e o

Barbara Poulson

cc: Rep George Nethercult,
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PRATHER’S WELDING & FABRICATION, INC.,

March 26, 2003

Jim Blanchard

Special Projects Officer
Bureau of Reclamation
P. O. Box 815
Ephrata, WA 98823

RE: Banks Lake Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Blanchard:

This letter is in regards to the Banks Lake Drawdown. 1 have been in business for sixteen
years and over this time, we as business owners, strive to stay in business with continued

change.

With the economy already hurting, I don’t believe we need any more stress on current
businesses. 1 understand why this reservoir was put in and 1 know why you want to draw
this lake down, but 1 don't feel it is a just cause to create hardship, as it has taken may
years to build up park and recreation tourism dollars. We all know that you can lose a
business overnight and take years to regain it back.

Please consider the impact on all the people involved.

;%/

Sincerely,

Kevin Prather
President
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Coulee City sti
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box §15, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.
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Mr James Blanchard-Manager

Banks Lake Drawdown Apnil 10, 2003
Bureau of Reclamation

POB 815

Ephrata, WA 98523

Dear Sir, Please record this letter in Opposition to the Banks Lake Drawdown

as an official part of the record.. 1 own nearby property 1o the lake, My children swim in the luke
in the summer by walking to the lake shore and entering the lake. This drawdown will expose
them to having o walk several hundred feet over stagnant water and mud flats, infested with
diseased mosguitoes.

Te Draft EIS fails 1o address the devastating effect upon local businesses, These businesses have
a brief summer window of opportunity to make their annual sales. You will devastate local
businesses by the drawdown causing tourisis (o go elsewhere.

Water is available to enhance Columbia River flows from Canada, and the Snake River, so there
is no need for this drawdown. With salmon returns at record high levels it is obvivosly ocean
conditions that largely govern salmon populations. The conclusions drawn in the draft EIS are an
insull to any reasonable person of ordinary prudence.

The West Nile Virus that is now in Washington, and the probability that it will be enhanced by
the drawdown is a given.

Additional time for comments on the Draft EIS is needed as the complexity of this document
is extra-ordinary.

Sincerely,

mF Rl

M. P. Riley
WoTN222 Evergreen Bld. #202
Cedarburg, Wisconsin  33012-2645
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ComMmENT IE 76

Mr. Jim Blanchard
Bureau of Reclamation
POR 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Dear Mr. Blanchard.

| am writing you to express my concerns for the proposed Banks Lake drawdown, Mot
only am [ opposed to it as GM of the recreational development, Rimrock Meadows,
located on the Moses Coulee, but as current President of the Ephrata Chamber of
Commerce. From a Rimrock perspective, this would adversely affect how our 950
members enjoy the recreation available at Banks Lake. This in turn would have a
negative impact on the resorts and facilities at Banks. At a time when the economy is
weak, this could deal a devastating blow to businesses that rely on the summer as their
primary source of income. When are we to realize that people and their families are more
imporiant than a few fish!!?? | am sure the water out of Banks is just a drop in the bucket
to the mighty Columbia,

From an Ephrata standpoint, the same can be said. Ever try and take a left turn onto Basin
from a sidestreet in the middle of summer? That stream of RV s and boats are headed to
places like Banks Lake. The town of Ephrata needs that clicntele to prosper. Heaven
knows that Moses Lake, Soap Lake, and Coulee City do as well.

1 am sure that | speak for the Chamber Board when [ beg the Bureau to reconsider, |
always believe that in the end, common sense usually prevails. [ hope it does in this case.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

7 {
Ke?in Danb}l ’L_a///
GM/ Rimrock Meado

W5

Pres/ Ephrata Chamber

P.O. Box 1195 « Ephrata, WA 98823 » (509) 632-9800

01

02

03




Comments and Responses

CommeNT IE 77

Gporil by 2003

Coulee City still
needs you!

ol n.l H
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The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourselfto Mr, Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

th the decision ma thg process. Pers—

Gincerely "elle,; K Rbedy”

f:'eef freeto use back af _{'L‘rrm or attach a separate piece of paper. p o @yﬁ-ﬂ
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From: “News Standard” <newsstandard@centurytel.net>
To:  <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Thu, Apr 10, 2003 4:37PM

Subject: letter to editor

Letter to the Editor,

The proposed drawdown of Banks Lake for flow augmentation is an incremental step in an overall plan to
remove the dams. We cannot let this happen. The dams are extremely necessary for clean power production,
flood control, irrigation, and recreation. With terrorism and world uncertainty, we should in no way threaten
or endanger our capability to grow our own food which we also share with the world.

Why are not real causes of salmon jeopardy addressed? such as—overfishing, millions of pounds of dead
salmon thrown overboard as “bycatch”, gillnetting increased water spillage from dams for flow augmentation
which causes gas bubble death, introduction of species that eat salmon as walleye and shad, and other natural
predators as birds and sea lions. There are also environmental conditions over which we have absolutely

no control even if so-called environmentalists think we do. No reasonable person is against responsible
stewardship of the land and its creatures but most of the activity carried on in the name of the Endangered
Species Act is neither reasonable nor responsible.

With expenditures of $500 million a year for salmon recovery, it is time to say STOP to being plundered.
Shutting down hydropower does not help salmon runs. The salmon are not endangered. Much of the money
for salmon recovery comes from citizens who pay their electrical bills and send it through utility districts to
the Bonneville Power Administration which is required to give it to those supposedly fulfilling objectives

of the ESA. This money for the most part is being used AGAINST us. It could be compared to forcing a
condemned man to dig his own grave.

In chapter three of the Bureau of Reclamation Draft Environmental Impact Statement the visual quality of
Banks Lake area is discussed. The scenic quality is described as appealing but evidence of human activity is
described as intrusive. Does this mean that after the dams are removed rural cleansing will be the next step?
Our form of government has been set up with three branches to provide checks and balances. Where are the
checks and balances on ESA? The ESA has been placed above all. Bureaucrats have dictatorial power to do
whatever they want in the name of the ESA no matter that what they want goes against measurable science
and other laws. The ESA rules with an iron fist and requires that all bow down. In twenty-five years there is
not one species that the ESA has saved from extinction. In the name of the ESA men have wreaked havoc.
The ESA should be repealed. Drawing down Banks Lake is wrong;

Don’t do it.

Linda Rushton

Box 696, Coulee City, WA 99115

443 words, signatured copy being faxed also

ShitleyRae Maes, Editor/Publisher/Owner

News Standard

Serving the communities of Coulee City, Hartline, Almira & then some
PO Box 488, 405 West Main

Coulee City, WA 99115-0488

509.632.5402 Fax: 509.632.5732 Cell: 509-681-0014
newsstandard@centurytel.net
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Bill McDonald, Western Regional Director
Federal Buresu of Reclamation

L1150 N, Curtis Rd. Suite 100

Boise, Idaho 83706-1234

March 30,2003

To Whom It May Concern:

This is written in dissent regarding the proposed Banks Lake Drawdown. As a
teacher and a former city council member for several years, I understand that the
decision-making process can be tough, especially, if those making decisions feel that
being * politically correct” in the eyes of powerful lobby groups such as the
environmentalists, is more important than considering the best interests o f the public,
I'm a nature-lover, a fisherman, and one who believes in conserving our natural
resources, but for the life of me I cannot understand a decision like this from “thinking
people™.

First of all, I happen to know that there were record runs of salmon this vear,
which no one discusses and [ have yet to eat at a restaurant where | couldn’t order salmon
if 1 50 desired. It's really a non-issue if you care and are truly concerned about people. 1
also know that this drawdown is completely experimental, at best. When, are those of
you in authority, going to begin placing people before fish?

In an already hurting economy, this area, the Columbia Basin, would be
devastated by a ten foot drawdown in August and September, the hottest months of the
year. We have over two million people (more than annually visit Mt. Rainer National
Park) traveling down the Coulee to take advantage of the primary resource this semi-arid
desert has 1o offer-—water-—and all the recreationy] and agricultural activities associated
with that. This will have a resounding negative impact on the economy of this entire
region when no boats can be launched during the most popular recreational months of the
year—not 1o mention the loss of water for an agricultural region already into the third
year of drought.....and for what?  An experimental program that will merely raise the
Columbia River by 1/32 of an inch, having little or no effect on the salmon at McNary
Dam. but huge and costly consequences for the hard-working people who are living in
this area.

If you are simply flexing your muscles as a Federal Agency to prove that you
can do what you want—we believe you. But you would have considerably more suppor
and respect from the taxpayers if you used this power responsibly in the best interest of
the majority of the people who live and work here,

Please consider this and the enclosed petition,

Respectfully,

%;h:., [ g %ﬂ:!dr:ﬂf.LJ

Lynn R. Sanders
Teacher and Citizen
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Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United Staies of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the propased drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
reasons:

2.

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 30 years would the effect actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt thoss who use
the lake for recreation and those whe make a livelthood from recreation.

The draw down will also hurt the district's generating capaeity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

There is a concern that the supply of imrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as thres years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem,

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, 1daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

There have been no hearing in the Royal City community and by our signature we are
requesting a public hearing before the close of the public comment. If not possible by
the March 10 date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and making intellipent comment has
been allowed.

Signature Prnted Name ~ Address Telephone  E-mail
: H Lane 428 24 HNW &) 787-0 13
i an Marbell 820 Foviving o] 93¢y Sy
o2 (-7 L 0/C
LSk a2 787-2802
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Coulee City still .2
needs you! '

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr, Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

;-j@; Ahily, Tev Zn, m-?éf’@ﬁ—

Tildeod  Aake:
M'; CM_{__U;‘:::! @ﬂ;‘& ""W/f" f?r'l'_";

Feel free to use back of form or attach a separate piece of paper.
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Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

rlﬁﬂ@?_‘ sl o3 AM,
. ) [

Feel free to use back of form or attach a separate piece of paper.

— ﬁ* L /biﬂﬂfﬁr’_ﬂ.fdA—if;.M_ﬂ.

%mm%
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Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the cxtension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining cur statements, letters and comments Lo send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Ephrata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov.

S

Feel free to wse back of form vr allach o separale piece of paper.

OVER —=
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Lisa G. Smith
1316 Brooklane St.
Ellensburg, WA 98926

Bureau of Reclamation
Clo Jim Blanchard
Box 815

Ephrata, WA 98823

Jim Blanchard:

As a former local citizen of Coulee City, | am severely distressed to hear of the
intent to draw down Banks Lake for the purpose of Salmon runs.

I have seen first-hand how this would affect just the local area. A few years ago
when the lake was drawn down for dam repairs during prime tourist season, the tourism
industry was virtually nonexistent, The surrounding area depends on tourism for their
livelihood. Mud bogs were everywhere and mosquitoes thrived out of control. In this
age where the economy is shaky at best and the West Nile virus is a concern, is drawing
the lake down really the smartest action?

| have just stated a few of the flaws in this plan for the local area. But, this
decision could affect several state’s electrical rates and agricultural industries. Majority
rules in this country. Who is more important, the “endangered” salmon, which are fished
anyway, of the citizens of the Pacific Northwest?

Sincerely,

-:_I{ ﬁ:%{fgf zé:u'ﬁ?

Lisa G. Smith

01
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Thomas W. Sortomme
368 3" Avenue SE
Ephrata, WA 98823
April 2, 2003

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

1 am writing to express my opinion with regards 1o the proposed Banks Lake Drawdown.
Based on what | have read | am opposed to the plan to drawdown Banks Lake 1o the
1560-foot level in August of each year. It appears that this proposal will have little to no
positive impact on Salmon, and will have a large adverse impact on the economic and
environmental sitwation of Banks Lake and the human population around it Sinee the
majority of the Salmon have already migrated from the Columbia River by August, it
does not seem to make a lot of sense 1o provide additional water for their migration,
Also, since we have just had two consecutive years of the largest Salmon returns on
record, and Banks Lake was not reduced to assist this, it does not appear that lowering
Banks Lake will provide additional benefit to the Salmon.

Thank you for allowing me 1o express my thoughts on this issue, and 1 hope that you will
consider this before the final decision is made on lowering the level of Banks Lake.
Again, | would like to state that [ am against the proposal 1o lower the level of Banks
Lake.

Tl =

omas W, Sorfomme
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From: gary suko <gsuko6@yahoo.com>
To:  <jblanchard@pn.usbt.gov>

Date: Sat, Apr 5, 2003 9:47AM

Subject: Opposed to Banks Lake Drawdown

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

We are opposed to any drawdown of Banks Lake and other areas proposed by the
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement. We feel that this is a theory and
should be SCRUBBED. This past year the Salmon count was the largest recorded in a long
time. As you can see The Environmentalists have spent millions on the WILD SALMON
RECOVERY and have not proven a thing,

01

We should not sacrifice our rural communities and our livelihood by this Salmon Hoax
theory.

Furthermore, We are opposed to any proposed dam removals by The Environmental Agency
and it’s Endangered Species Act. Please send a copy of the Final EIS to:

Gary Suko

1281 Fairway Dr Ne
Moses Lake, WA 98837

Thanks... Gary and Pat Suko ~ Ph.766-8376

Do you Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Tax Center - File online, calculators, forms, and more
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T s A
F______-'m.!--_!
MAHACEMENT COMPANT, INE

"Monopon Wb Procast”

Agpril 10, 2003

Mr. Jim Blanchard
Special Projects Officer
Burcau of Reclamation
32C Swreet

Post OlTice Box K15
Fphratz, WA 9RH23-0815

Re: Banks Lake Draw down
Grand Coulee, WA

Dar Mr. Blanchard,

We know that Banks Lake was onginally never intended for recreational use, but over the voars
this has continued to increase cach and every vear, The Bureau has donc a great job managing
the resources of Banks Lake and we appreciate what vou and vour staff have done. Craig,
Spranklc has been more than helpful on many cecasions,

All we ane asking 1% that you consuder the economic impact toa L0 draw down on Banks Lake
and whal this will mean oo many of the recreational users, As an owner of Sunbanks Resort on
the: north end ol the lake we would be unable to use our current launch area. It is my
understanding that Coules City and Steamboat Rock will also not be able o use their lasnch
facthiies, The economic impact is huge.

These camping and boating destinations relay on summer toonsm for economic survival,
Steamboal Bock State Park 15 a destinanon for 80,000 campers per year. Sunbanks Reson brings
in owver 35,000 campoers per year. The State of Washington has told us that Stcamboat Rock is the
second busiest state park i their svstem of 84 parks. This state park becomes a large revenue
source for the catire park system, A reduction in the revenue at Stcamboat Rock would mean
heavy losses and possible closurcs in smaller parks scattered throughout the state.

Girant County alone has over 20% of the families below the poverty level, This is among the
highest in the catire state. Unemployment tops 11% and currently there are signs of local
businesses closing, The only prowth in this cotire arca s tounism. The Grand Coulee Dam s one
tounst atraciion, but the recreation on Banks Lake has continued fo attract more and maore
tounsts cach year

11313 WE 20th Sreer, Sunte 100 Belbevae, WA G8004 {42 5) tpi Fax (425} G691 10
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Jim Blanchard Letter,
Page 2

We are asking in making vour decision o draw down Banks Lake from 57 1o 10" in the month of
August, that vou reconsider your options 11 you must draw down Banks Lake the extra 57, a one
month delav to September would help vs out tremendously and save our Aupust tourist season,
Please consider the human clement in making your decision and the impact this has personally on
individuals and their families.

Thank vou for vour eansideration in this matter

Sunbanks LTD, Ohner

(e Ciail Norton, Sccrctary of the Intenior, Washington DLC
Larie Butterly, Depariment of Matural Resources, Ephrata, WA
Tim Sneed, Grant County Commussioner, Ephrata, WA

03
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON S5TATE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION

EASTERN WASHINGTOM RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT OFFICE
2200 M. Dyncar Orive *+ Wenalchee, Washinglon 98501-1007 = (569 862-0422 » (SCAN 5450432

May 29, 2001

Mz, Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer
Bureaw of Reclamation

32 C Street, Box £15

Ephrata, WA 95823

RE:  Banks Lake Potential Drawdown — Initial Scoping Comments — NEPA EI5
Dear Mr. Blancherd:

The staff of the Washington State Parks and Reoreation Comnmussion (Commassion) appreciates
the opportunity to comment om the potentia] mereased drawdown of Banks Lake.  As 2 major
provider of recreational opportunines in the affected region, the Commission is primanly
concerned about significant adverse impacts to recreation that could result from a 10-foot
drawdown duning the peak use season,

Scopiag documents should consider the following tssues for further analysis in the NEPA EIS;

1l Recreatiopsl Impacts; A drawdown of 5-feet (normal operating range of the reservoir)
would not have 2 significant impact on the apemtion of Steambost Rock State Park and other
recrentional facilities that State Parks currently provides on Banks Lake under agreement with the
Bureau of Reclamezion. A drawdown of 10-feet would ercate conditions that weuld cause two
boat Isunch lanes at Steemboat Rock State Park to become unusgble. Likewise, the two launch
lunes ut Morthoup Point would also become unusable. The usz of the launch lane at Osborn Bay
would be questionable. The primitive launch at Jones Bay would become unussble. The swim
beach and the boat-in sites at Steamboat Fock State Park may also be adversaly impacted.

2. _Feopomic Tmpacts: A 10-foot drawdown ocewring in the peak recreational use month
of August, sould have an adverse impact on afiendance at the State Park facihities, where most of
the use is water-dependsnt andfor water-oriented. This, in turn, would have s negative impact on
revenue generated by fees at the affected parks, reducing the funds available to operate these
facilitice. There could be secondary economic smpacts to the local communioes. That loss to the
local economy can be estimated at 530 per person per day.

3 _Biolopical Impacts: The hiological impects of an annual drawdown of this megnitude
should be considered, Wiould changes in shoreline riparion and wetland arcas (due 1w drving)
adversely impact federally listed plant or wildlife spectes? Would changes in olevanon of wind
and wave erofion mnerease sedimentabonferosion rates - adversely impacting aquatic hahitats?
How would the estuary at Northrup Creek be affected? Would an incressed drawdown increaze
the potential for increased noxions weed invasions? Would there be an adverse effect on the
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rocsting calany of bats near the mouth of Merthrup Canvon? Hew would recreational figheries be
affected, including impacts to shallow.water aquatic habitat in Osborn, Crooks, and Jones Bay?

4. Impacts to Gillitles; A 10-foot drawdown will result in & greater exposurs nl’ﬁ:ﬁpﬂrﬂ'
line lad on the lakebed that feeds Steambont Rock State Park, increasing the pognbal fov demage
by the public and deterioration from climatic exposuse.

5. Impacts to Cyltaral Resogrees: A 10-fool drawdown conld resull in a greater exposure
of eultural resources, increasing the poteniial for lootng and lose of site integnity.

&, Aesthetic Impacts: Would the “bathiub-ring” effect caused by a 10-foot drewdown have

a nepative assthelic impact, crusing recreationists Lo reloeate 10 other, more scenic areas?

1. Hydrojopic Impucis: Would & 10-foot drawduwn cause & shift m the hydrologic regime
({both surface and proundwarer) creating an adverse effect on the emergent snd serub- shrub
wetlands &1 not only Banks Lake, but also at Sun Lakes State Park? Weuld ground water wells
in the srea be negatively affected?

If you heve any questions on any of the above, please feel welcome to contact Jim Hamris,
Regional Manager at (509) §63-9717 or myself at (309) 662-0418.

Thank you fn considering these comments.

Regional Environmental Specialist

e William O Jally, Masagor, Brvirgnmenial Frigren
Do Raber Fimbsl, Chiell Resouroes Stenprditiy Program
Jien Hurls, Reglonal Manager, Bawern

Tom Poplywsia,

B
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Arnold J. Theisen
P.O. Box 755
Irrigon, OR 97844

March 17, 2003

Jim Blanchard

Bureau of Reclamation
32 C Street, P.O. Box 815
Ephrata, WA 98823-0815

Dear Mr. Blanchard,

I am opposed to the drawdown of Banks Lake for a number of reasons.

It is time to stop pulting the interests of fish ahead of the interests of people. Salmon are a
valuable resource, but people are more important, The drawdown would have an adverse
impact on many people living in the area and many others who visit the area for
recreation. The minimal and dubious benefit to a few salmon is not worth the cost and
disruption to those people’s lives

The potential harm to introduced species of fish should be factored into the equation.
Introduced species like walleye, bass, and crappie represent a much more important
fishery than they are credited for. We should not be killing these fish to save salmon. |
am aware of the old argument that native species are more important than introduced
species, but [ don't buy it.

Banks Lake was never built to save salmon. It was built to serve as the basis for irigating
the Columbia Basin and it has done that mission admirably. Without the Grand Coulee
Dam and Banks Lake this region would still be an arid dustbowl. Flushing that water
down the Columbia River represents a gross misuse of a public resource that came to the

taxpayers at great cost.

The regional and national economy is already in bad shape and destined to get worse by
the ravages of war. Wasting water will simply aggravate an already bad situation, That
water should be used 1o irrigate crops and promote a thriving tourism industry. Tt should
not be flushed down the river to promote a dubious scientific endeavor that may or may
not benefit a few salmon.

Sincerely, =

Arnold 1. Theisen
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BUREAL OF RECLAMATION APRIL 9. 2003

P.0. BOX 815

EPHRATA. WASHINGTON 98813

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

T AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THE BUREAU OF RECLAMATIONS PLAN TO RELEASE
130,000 ACRE FEET OF WATER INTO THE COLUMBIA RIVER FOR ANY REASON.
WE, THE PEOPLE OF THIS COLUMBIA BASIN NEED THAT WATER.

T'M SICK AND TIRED OF THE FISH HAVING MORE RIGHTS THAN THE PEOPLE
HAVE. AND 1 WANT IT STOPPED.

THAT WATER IS NEEDED TO IRRIGATE THE CROPS IN THIS AREA. RELEASING
ALL THAT WATER WOULD HAVE A MAJOR IMPACT ON THE IRRIGATION OF THE
AREA. OUR CROPS WILL DRY UP, AND THIS LUSH GREEM FARM LAND WTLL

ONCE AGAIN BECOME A DESERT WASTE LAND.

PO NOT WASTE THIS WATER! THERE ARE PLENTY OF SALMON. VOU CAN GO
INTO ANY SUPER MARKET AND PURCHASE ANY TIME, OR GO TO ANY RESTALRANT
ANVTIME, AND ORDER SALMON.

WE ARE ABLE TO RAISE ALL THE SALMON WEEDED. DOM'T WASTE THIS DATER
BY RELEASING IT INTO THE RIVER.

(o
/7{5%»4"1 ﬁrof;eﬁwy

1209 Jetterson Aye
NMoses Lake, wi@

18637

"2 f"ﬂ:_,"".--"’gf( é "w.‘:-‘\u-;—:'_:_:
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From: jrgold@nwi.net
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Apr 11, 2003 11:45AM

Subject:  Banks lake drawdown

We do not believe a draw down of Banks Lake is a benefit to fish. Un till it is a proven
fact we should not waste water at a time of potential drought. Until we stop catching
endangered species we ought not put others in economic distress.

The E.S.A.seems to be a means to destroy rural America and job security for
government employees. We protect species that feed on other protected species.

John & Ruth Umberger
1639 Hwy 153

Methow, WA 98834
509-923-2354
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From: “Dan Voss” <vossfarms@pocketinet.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Mon, Mar 24, 2003 9:21AM

Subject:  BANKS LAKE PROPOSED DRAWDOWN: COMMENT

Voss Farms hereby supports the South Columbia Irrigation District’s (SCID) opposition
to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake to divert water for the purpose of increasing
Columbia River flows in an attempt to “help Snake River stragglers” (Jim Ruff, NOAA
biologist).

The original planners of the Columbia Basin Project did not arbitrarily designate Banks
Lake operational levels. Any change in flow could seriously damage crops and farm
income especially during the hot months of August and September. Any return to
normal flow after September would be of absolutely no consequence to irrigation as the
canals here are emptied in October in any case.

We have over 900 acres irrigated pursuant to interruptible water service contracts. The
SCIB director told us that our water supply could be interrupted as a result of this
proposed drawdown. Our family farm would not survive a water interruption and we
have been farming here since 1955.

Dan Voss.

cc: Director, SCID
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Coulee City still
needs you!

The comment period on the Banks Lake
Drawdown Draft Environmental Impact Statement has been
extended to April 11 but time is running out! The excellent
turnout at the public hearing played a part in the extension
of time for comments. The proposed 10-foot drawdown
WILL AFFECT your park, swimming area and boat launch
by making them unusable mud-flats during the months of

August and September.

Help us make an impact by combining our statements, letters and comments to send
to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Bureau of Reclamation. Fill this out and
drop it off at Coulee City Town Hall or mail.

Or you may mail your letter yourself to Mr. Blanchard at PO Box 815, Eph:ata, WA
98823-0815 or fax 509-754-0239 or email jblanchardi@pn.usbr.gov.

01

PO Box 3

Covlea %Wﬂ 77//5

Feel free 1o use back of @rm or attach a separate piece of paper.
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Page | of |
west
From: “riwest” <westEfidalgo net>
To: <jblanchard@@pn.usbr govs
Sont: Monday, March 24, 2003 1.52 PM

Subject: Banks Lake Drawdown
Dear Mr. Blanchard,

Please do not allow the ten fool drawdown at Banks Lake! This recreation area is a vital part of the town of Coulee City not
only for summer activities but for economic income due to toursm.

Many campers travel to that area and thoroughly enjoy this pleasant park al the edge of Banks Lake as well as the boating and
fishing oppontunities it provides

I mo lenger live there but it is my home town and we frequently visit family there and quite often walk along the bank of the lake
and enjoy watching the birds and animals that live there, | canno! imagine seeing this as a big mudiiat m August and
September. Is this wildife any less important than the salmon? Are the children of this area {inchuding my grandehildren) any
less important? Swimming at the lake in Coulee City is a large part of summer activities for children in this small tawn. Would
you deny them that? The town does not have a public poal so there is not another option

Pleasa rethink the plan to draw the lake down!
Sincerely,
June M, West
| m. (e ot
.. 5‘5*"? a0 LAY, "—f’-'t?t.
A naceile 4, LUA
g2

3/29/03
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Mr. Jim Blanchard

Special Projects Officer

Bureau of Reclamation

P O Box 815

Ephrata, WA 98823-0815

UCA-1600

ENV-1.10 April 6, 2003

Dear Mr. Blanchard,
I oppose the drawdown of Banks Lake.

This foolish proposal would further degrade the economy of Grant County To lower
Banks Lake - at the height of the tourist season - would endanger many small
businesses. who depend on the summer tourist trade. This drawdown would also lower
the income derived from the Irrigation Districts power generating facilities. This loss
would have to be paid by the Columbia Basin Project farmers.

The perch and silver fisheries would take a beating , should the drawdown occur at this
time of the year. The last couple of years, we have had salman coming out of our ears:
yet some biologist comes up with a plan, founded in Junk science, to wreak havoe on
Girant County, without any proven benefits for the salmon,

If the Snake River Salmon need more water - get it from the Snake River

Sincerely, 7
¢ '1-:"]5— [:#

Don White
32487 Moore Rd NE
Coulee City, WA 99115

01
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATTON APRIL 9. 200%
P.0. BOX 815
EPHRATA, WASHINGTON 98813

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

I AM STRONGLY OPPOSED TO THE BUREAL OF RECLAMATIONS PLAM TO RELEASE
130,000 ACRE FEET OF WATER INTO THE COLUMBIA RIVER FOR ANY REASON.
WE, THE PEOPLE OF THIS COLUMBIA BASIN NEED THAT WATER,

I'M SICK AND TIRED OF THE FISH HAVING MORE RIGHTS THAN THE PEOPLE
HAVE, AND T WANT 1T STOPPED.

THAT WATER TS5 NEEDED TO IRRIGATE THE CROPS IN THTS AREA. RELEASING
ALL THAT WATER WOULD MAVE A MAJOR IMPACT ON THE IRRIGATION OF THE
AREA. QUR CROPS WILL DRY UP, AND THIS LUSH GREEN FARM LAND WILL
ONCE AGATN BECOME A DESERT WASTE LAND.

DO NOT WASTE THIS WATER! THERE ARE PLENTY OF SALMON. VYOU CAN GO
INTO ANY SUPER MARKET AND PURCHASE AMY TIME, OR GO TO ANY RESTAURANT
ANYTINE, AND ORDER SALMON.

WE ARE ABLE TO RATSE ALL THE SALMOM NEETED. DOM'T WASTE THIS WATER
EY RELEASIMG IT _INTC THE -RJL'ER, 9
/.--'

%JL&W\
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From: <Wewollard@cs.com>
To: <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Tue, Mar 18, 2003 6:53PM

Subject:  Banks Drawdoown

My friends, family and myself, a total of 35 to 40 people, have been going to Banks Lake for
recreation since 1973 every year and mostly in the month of August. My wife and I liked it
so much we bought 5 acres and built a house there to use for recreation. I am sure we won’t
have many people coming over to enjoy the lake if it is 10 feet low, as where we go will be a
big mud flat.

I read the EIS and nowhere was there any proof, or conjecture for that matter, that this
drawdown would help any endangered salmon. Which leads me to believe this whole drill is
to make it appear the NMFES is doing something even if they don’t know if it will help the
salmon. Also I think the NMFS has way to much authority with nobody to answer to about
what they do to other peoples rights and quality of life in the name of saving the fish.

I saw no thought given to alternatives for other ways of obtaining more water, like lowering
Roosevelt less than a foot or lakes in B.C. or Idaho and the Snake River Lakes which have
little or no recreation or economic impact. The only alternatives were which part of Aug,
they would lower Banks with my preference being the last 10 days. Also it sounded like
raising the level back to 1570’ in the first 10 days of Sept. is just a pipe dream as there is
always a shortage of water or power at that time of the year for an excuse.

I think is great to take comments from people like me but I hope this is not just another way
to let people vent their feelings to make them feel better but the decision has already been

made as happens way to often.

Wayne Wollard
Monroe, WA

CC: <Amn3546@aol.com>, <rlbsmith@bossig.com>

01

02

03

559




Banks Lake Drawdown
Final Environmental Impact Statement

ComMmeENT IE 97

From: “Chris Hesse” <chesse@lemasterdaniels.com>
To:  <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>

Date: Fri, Mar 7, 2003 1:30PM

Subject: Banks Lake drawdown

Mr. Blanchard,

I had previously commented over a year ago at the public meeting held in the Coulee City High School gym
about the devastating effects that a month-long drawdown would have on the Coulee City community. I re-
emphasize that opinion here and now.

Rural communities have benefitted from the government investment in infrastructure. Over the last five
decades, tourism has become a major component of the Coulee City economy built around fishing and other
recreation on Banks Lake. Because tourists spend dollars in Coulee City, the community continues to exist
and provide benefits to the local, rural residents. Retail stores exist because of the tourism dollars that are
spent. Jobs exist because the stores exist. Sufficient numbers of citizens may economically reside in Coulee
City because the economy has built up around this infrastructure. The school is large enough to provide
diversified education to the children of the residents.

Government should not now take that away from the community. By drawing down the water level of Banks
Lake during the peak tourist season, the government is sending the message that tourists can forget about
Coulee City as a destination for their fishing or recreational vacations in the month of August, and probably
September. Banks Lake cannot afford another five feet of reduction in the lake level.

There has been no scientific data establishing that the additional flow from Banks Lake is needed in order to
enhance fish traffic at McNary Dam. At this point, the government is merely speculating that this might be of
assistance. First, the government must take into account the economic effects on communities before making
such decisions. Second, the government must compare the economic costs against the scientific data (not
mere speculation) of how the fish may benefit from the enhanced flows. To my knowledge, the government
has performed neither of these necessary steps.

Christopher W. Hesse, CPA
480 North Frontage Road E.
Moses Lake, WA 98837

509-765-0290

The information contained in this message is privileged and confidential. It is intended solely for the use
of the named recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution, or use of the contents of this transmission is strictly prohibited.

If you receive this message in error, please notify the sender immediately.
Thank you.

CC: <west@atnet.net>, <angus@eburg.com>, <jbates@moseslake-wa.com>
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From: Brian Meiners <BMeiners(@baf.com>

To: “’jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov’” <jblanchard@pn.usbr.gov>
Date: Thu, Apr 10, 2003 9:20AM

Subject:  Banks Lake Drawdown

I'am opposed to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake. The draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) states, “The purpose of the proposed action is to enhance the probability of
meeting flow objectives in the Columbia River at McNary Dam during the juvenile out-migration of
ESA-listed salmonid stocks...” (italics added). The 130,000 acre feet of water from Banks Lake in
late summer represents no more than a probability of meeting flow objectives. In other words, the
need for the Banks Lake water is speculation, not established fact.

The proposed timing of the drawdown in late summer is peak tourism season in the area. Local
economies will be adversely impacted particularly Coulee City as the water level in the lake will make
all boat launches south of Grand Coulee inaccessible. This is an unacceptable result of a speculative
action.

The drawdown threatens agricultural viability in the Columbia Basin by setting a dangerous
precedent. This is of particular concern to me as an employee of Basic American Foods, a potato
processor in the Basin for the past 38 years. The diversion of water from Banks Lake (an agriculture
irrigation reservoir) to a use that is speculative in the value it will bring to juvenile fish survival opens
the way for irrigation water curtailment, particularly in low river flow years. This precedent-setting
drawdown of a reservoir in the Columbia Basin Reclamation Project portends a disregard for the
value of agriculture in the Columbia Basin. As demonstration of this value, it is noteworthy that the
Columbia Basin produces more tons/acre of potatoes than any other growing region in the world.
According to a study done by Washington State University in 1996, the potato industry alone directly
and indirectly generates over $3 billion of sales throughout the Washington State economy. It is
poor policy to implement practices that threaten such vibrant economic activity, especially when the
policy is not backed by sound scientific data.

Brian Meiners
105 Schilling Drive
Moses Lake, WA 98837

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential information intended for a specific
individual and purpose, and is protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you should
delete this message. Any disclosure, copying, or distribution of this message, or the taking of any
action based on it, is strictly prohibited.
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CoMmMmENT IE 99

15 April 2003

Bureau of Reclamation
P. O. Box B15
Ephrata, WA 98823

RE: Banks Lake Drawdown

Dear Bureau of Reclamation:
The Washington State Potato Commission recently paid for a full page
advertisement in the TriCity Herald (9 April, 2003) regarding a proposed
release of 130,000 acre feet of water from Banks Lake into the Columbia
River later this summer, and that release's effect on Washington State
potate industry.
Respectfully, I offer two observations:

1. The fish were here first, and anything we can do to insure their
continued survival, we need to be doing, including releasing 130,000 acre feet
of water from Banks Lake.

2. We live in a desert, The nature of deserts is that they tend to be
places with very little irrigation water, and Just because someone decides
they want to grow potatoes in a desert, and/or have grown potatoesina
desert doesn't mean they always get to do so.

Sincerely,

gl et % "1-_ K, A [ T R
Judith R, Warner Ph.D,
62407 N, 68, PR NW

Benton City, WA 99320

01




Comments and Responses

Petitions received without letters follow.
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ramis*BANKS LAKE DRAWDOWN PETITION ##sssaias
FARMERS - FISHERMAN PLEASE TAKE NOTICE & SIGN

Feb. 22, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin lrrigation Districts in
regard 1o the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
TCASONS:

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurnt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been Jate-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, ldaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice. April 11™ final date to have petition delivered.

Signature Printed Name Address Tc:lr:pl'mru: E-mail
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Comments and Responses

C

March 12, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Distriets in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
Feasons:

L.
2

The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation,

The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

. Comment Period has been extended to April 11, 2003, Petitions rust be received
by the April 11" date asedsent to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Ephrata
Field Office, Burcau of Reclamation, Box 815, Ephrata, WA 98823 or fax # 509-754-
0239,

1. ~ignature Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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March 12, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
reasons:

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 vears would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat launches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelihood from recreation.

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation water could be hampered in a scenario
such as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will not stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Species Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, [daho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice,

6. . Comment Period has been extended to April 11, 2003, Petitions must be received
by the April 11" date and sent to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Ephrata
Field Office, Bureau of Reclamation, Box 815, Ephrata, WA 98823 or fax # 509-754-
0239,

7. Signature Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Comments and Responses

March 12, 2003

We, the undersigred, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irrigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drowdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
TEUSOTS:

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 vesrs would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recrentional use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat laanches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primeary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt those who uze
the laie for recreation and thoss who make a livelihood from recreation

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plamt at the south end of the lake.

4. There is a concern that the supply of rrigation water could be hampered in & scenanio
such a3 three years ago. Then, 2 fire knocked out some of the largs pumps that draw
waler from behind Grand Coubee Dum into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three vears, this i= & definite problem.

5, We will pot stand iille as anather example of sacrificing & mmal communiny o the
altar of Endangered Species Act poes forth. The Bureau of Reclunation cites the
comrumities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, 1éaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. . Comment Period has been exterded to Apeil 11, 2003. Petitions must be received
b the April 11™ date are sent to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Ephrata
Fizkd Office, Bureau of Reclnmation, Box 815, Ephrata, WA 98823 or fax 4 500754

0239,
L Sigﬂ.lmtt Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Merch 12, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens af1he United Suntes of Americs, the State of Washington.
do support the OPPOSED position of Lhe three Colembia Basin [rrigation Distriets in
regand to the proposed drivwdown of Backs Lake in Grant County for the fallowing
teasons:

1. The idee is theorctically supposed 10 help spawning salmos; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effoct actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
lenving boat laanches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the
primary focuses of the Colambia Basin Penjeet and will definitely hurt those who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a liveliood Bom recreation.

1, The draw down will also burt the district's gencrating capecity at the hydropawer
plant a1 the south end of the leke.

4. There is 2 concern that the supply of irrigazion water could be hampered in & scenatio
such a3 three years ggo. Then, a fire knocked out some of the largz pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dan into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
thzough the project's system of canls wnd reservoirs. Since there have been Late-
season problems the last three years, this is e definite problem.

5. We will not wand idlm aw snather example nf cacrificing & ruml eaminunity ta the
altar of Endangered Speciex Act goes forth. The Burcau of Reclumation ites the
communities of Forks, Washington; Orofine, 1dahe; and Klamath Fallz, Oregon os
examples of such menifice.

6. . Comment Period has been extended to April 11, 2003, Petitions must be received
by the April 11™ date are sent to Jim Blanchard, Specind Projects Officer, Ephrata

ield Office, Bureau of Reclmmtion, Box 815, Eplrata, WA 98823 or fax 4 509-754-

Address Telephore  E-mail

MNE Ml 78837
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Comments and Responses

March 12, 2003

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washinglon,
do suppors the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Irvigation Districts in
repard fo the proposed drswdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the folinwing
TEASONS:

1. The ides is theoretically supposed 1o help spaning sebmor; bowever, statistics

record that only once in 50 vears would the effeet actually have this etfieet.

The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the reerentional use of Banks Lake by

beaving boat launches, and other atiractions high and dry. Recreation is one of the

perimary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely lur those who use
the Inke for recreation and those who make a velthood from recreation

3. The drew down will also hurt the district’s gencrating capacity at the lvdropower
plant at the south end of the loke,

4. There is a concern that the supply ol Lrigation water could be hunpezed in o scenirio
swch as three years ago. Then, a fire knocked ot some ol the lacge pamps Usil denw
witter from belind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which i then diverted
throuph the project’s system of canals and reserveirs, Sinee there have been Iate- -
season problems the kst three veoss, this i a definite problom,

5. We will not stand idle av antther evample of cerificing o riesl eamnmmity 19 the
altar of Endangered Specics Act poes forth. The Burcaw of Beclanutin: vites ths
communitics of Forks, Washington; Orofine, Idalw; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. . Comment Perind has been extended 1o Aprll 11, 2003, Petitions niust be reeeived
by the April 11™ date are sent to Jim Blanchard, Special Projects Officer, Ephrata
Ficld Office, Bureau of Reclumation, Box 815, Ephrata, WA 98823 ar fan # 509-754-

)

0239,
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Murch 17, 2003

W, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washington,
do suppart the OPPOSED positioa of the three Columbia Besin [rrization Districts in
regard 1o the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the Sllowing

= EhELH

1. The idea is theoretically supposed to help spawning salmon; howeve:, statistics
record that only once in 50 vears would the effect actually have this effict,

2. The sction WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat lwunches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation & one of the
pmm&nnunfmmhmhﬂmnhmmmdﬂldtﬁnhﬂyhmthmwlmuu

; ﬁﬁﬁémmmwwelhwhmumnn

; w down will abso hurt the district’s genes capacity at the
plant at the south end of the luke. i o G

4. There is a concern that the supply of irrigation waker could be hampered in 2 scenario
such s three years ago. Then, a fire knocked out soms of the larpe pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the projeci’s system of cansls and reservoirs. Since there have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

5. We will pot stand idle as another example of sacrificing a rural community to the
altar of Endangered Specics Act goes forth. The Buresu of Reclamation cites the
conmmunities of Forks, Washington; Orofino, Idaho; and Klamuth Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice.

6. Additional Hearing need 1o be beld in the lower part of Grant County. If not possible
by the April 11™ date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the documents and meking intelligent comment has

been allowsd.
--.u wre Printed Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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Comments and Responses

Maceh 17, 2003

s, the undersipned, citizens of the Urited States of America, the State of Washingtor,
do suppor: the OPPOSED positioa of the three Columbia Basin Irrization Districts in
repard 10 the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
TeasonE:

1. The idea is thearstically supposed to help spawning salmor; howeve:, statistics
record that only onee in 50 vears would the effect actually have this ¢ et

2. The neticn WOUTLD DEFINITEL'Y affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat lunches, ard other attractions high and dry. Recreetion is one of the
primary focuscs of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely turt those who use
the bike for recrealion end those who make a livelihood from recreation,

3. The draw down will also burt the district’s geoerating capacity at the hidropower
plam ar the sputh end of the kke.

4. There is a concem thar the supply of irigation water could be Bampercd in 2 scerario
such s three vears ago. Then, a fire knocked out some of the larpe pumps that draw
water fronm behined Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and reservoics. Since there hrve been Jez-
season problcms the last three years, thls Is a definite prodlem.

. We will pot stand idle as another example of sacrificing & rural community o the
altar of Endangered Specics Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the
commmaities of Forks, Washington; Orofine, [dsho; and Klameth Falls, Cregon as
examples of such sacrifice,

6. Additions] Hearlng need to be beld in the Jower part of Grant County. Ifrot possihle
by the April 11% date, then we demand an extension of the public hearing process.
Inadequate 1lme for studying the documents and making intefligent comment hay
been allowed,

(¥

jated Mams Acdress Telephene E-mail
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Comments and Responses

Mareh 17, 2003

W, the undersipned. citizens of the United States of America, the State of Washingiorn,
do support the OPPOSED position of the three Columbia Basin Inigation Districts in
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the Sollowing

ICASQTED

l. The idea is thearetically supposad to help spavning salmon; however, statistics
record that only once in 50 years would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The action WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving boat lavnches, and other attractions high and dry. Recreation s one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Projoct and will definit=ly hurt those who use
the Lake for recreation and those who make a liveliheod from recrearion

3. The draw down will also hurt the district’s generating capacity at the hydropower
plart at the south end of tha lake.

4. There is & concern that the supply of irigetion water could be hampered in a scenario

such e three vears spo. Then, a fire knocked out some of the burge pumngs that draw

water from behind Grand Coulee Dam ingo Banks Lake, which & then diverted
through the project’s system of canals and rescrvoirs, Since thers have been late-
season problems the last three years, this is a definite problem.

We will pot stand idle 25 another example of sacrificing a rural commurity to the

altar of Endangergd Species Act goes forta. The Bureau of Reclamation cites the

corummities of Forks, Weshington; Orofine, Idaho; and Rlameth Falls, Quegor as
examples of such sacrifice.

&, Additional Hearing need 10 be held in the lower part of Gramt County. [ not pessible
by the April 11 date, then we demand an cxtension of the public hearing process,
Inadequate time for studying the ducuments and making intelligent coment has

Ly

been allowed.
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March 17, 2003

W, the undersigned, citizens of the United States of Americe, the State of Washington
do suppert the OPPOSED position of the three Calumbia Basia Irrigation Districts In
regard to the proposed drawdown of Banks Lake in Grant County for the following
Teasuna:

l. Tioe ides is theorstically supposed to help spawning salmon: howeve:, statistics
record that oply onca in 50 vears would the effect actually have this effect.

2. The ection WOULD DEFINITELY affect the recreational use of Banks Lake by
leaving bost lymches, acd other attractions high and dry. Recrestion is one of the
primary focuses of the Columbia Basin Project and will definitely hurt thase who use
the lake for recreation and those who make a livelhood from recrestion

1, The draw down will abso burt the distrist’s genérating capacity at the hydropower
plant at the south end of tha lake.

4. There is 2 copcern that the supply of irigetion water could be hampered in 1 scerario
auch as three years ego. Then, a fire knocked out soms of the large pumps that draw
water from behind Grand Coulee Dam into Banks Lake, which is then diverted
through the project’s system of canaly and reservoirs. Since there heve been late-
saason problems the Jast thrae years, this is a definire problem.

5. We will pot stand idle as another example of sacrificing & romal community o the
altar of Endangered Speciea Act goes forth. The Bureau of Reclamstion cites the
communities of Forks, Weshington; Orofino, Idaho; and Klamath Falls, Oregon as
examples of such sacrifice

6, Additiona! Hearing need to be hald in the kower part of Grant County, [fret possible
by the April 11" date, then we demand =n extension of the public bearing process.
Inadequate time for studying the dosuments and making intelligent cotaroent has

allowed.
we /' /  Prioted Name Address Telephone  E-mail
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